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My Lord, 


OUR Lordſhip having 

done my Letter the Ho- 

nour to think it worth 

your Reply, I think my 
flf bound in good Manners pub- 
Ickly to acknowledge the Favour, 
and to give your Lordſhip an Ac- 
count of the effect it has had upon 
me, and the Grounds upon which I 
jet differ from you 1n thoſe Points, 
wherein I am till under the Morti- 
fication of not being able to bring 
my Sentiments wholly to agree 
with your Lordſhips. And this I 
the more readily do, becauſe it ſeems 
to me, that that wherein the great 
Difference now lies between us, is 
bunded only ori your Fears ; which, 
[conclude, upon a ſedate Review, 
jour Lordſhip will either part with, 
or 
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or elſe give me other Reaſons, be. 
!1des your Apprehenſions, to convince 


( 
me of Miſtakes in my Book, which | 
your Lordſhip thinks to be of con- || * 
{equence even in Matters of Re. | * 
ligion. - 

Your Lordſhip makes my Letter l 
to conliſt of Two Parts: My Com. | © 
plaiat of your Lordſhip, and my 7 
I indication of my Self. You begin ” 


with my Complaint ; one part 
whereof was, "That I was brought 
into a Controverſie, wherein I jo 
never medled, nor knew how | 
came to be concerned in. To ths 7 
your Lordſhip is pleaſed to promiſe 
me Satufatt ion. 

Since your Lordſhip has conde- h 
{cended ſo far, as to be at the Pains *” 
to give me and others Satwfattion it 
this Matter , 1 crave leave to ſecond 
your Delign herein; and to pre 
miſe a Remark or two for ttt 
clearer underſtanding the nature 
my Complaint , which is the onhFJ/"** 
way to Satisfattion in it. (ve 4 

x. Then it is to be obſervel® 
T bet the Pogetiien which you *# / 
diſpute againſt, as oppoſite to tix 
Doctrin of the Friniy this, That 


cle 


"af 


23 


he. | ear and aiftintt Ideas are neceſſary to 
Certarnty. This 1s evident not only 
from what your Lordſhip ſubjoins yiagiae, 
to the Account of Reaſon, given by p. 232. 
the Author of Chriſtianity not Myjte= 
Re- I .. J a 
rious , but alſo by what your Lord- 
ſhip ſays here again in your Anſwer P. 14. 
-., | to me, in thele Words; To lay al 
Foundation of Certainty, as to Mat- 
ters of Faith, upon clear and diſtintt 
laeas, was the Opinion I oppoſed. 
gohr ll 2+ It 1s to be obſerved, That this 
you call « zew way of Reaſon; and Vindicat. 
thoſe that ' build upon it, Gentlemen $4 
of this new way of Reaſoning. a 
3. It is to be obſerved, That a 
Feat part of my Complaint, was, 
hat I was made one of the Gemrle- 
men of this new way of Reaſoning , 
without any Reaſon at all. 
-condf} 12 this Complaint of mine, your 
\ ne. ff Lordſhip has had the Goodneſs to 


3 pre 
o ur make this Anſwer. 
zre Now to give you, and others, Satiſ- Anſv. 


only fution as to this Matter, IT ſhall firit *: + 
ive an Account of the Occaſion of it ; 

erved ad then ſhew what Care I took, to pre« 

h youſ"” Miſ-under ſtanding about it, 
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The firſt part of the SatisfaQtion 
your Lordſhip is pleaſed to offer, is 
contained in theſe Words. 

P. 4 The Occaſion was this, Being to 
anſwer the Objettions in Point of Rea- 
ſon ( which had not been anſwer”d be- 
fore) the firit I mention'd was ;, T hat 
it was above Reaſon, and theretore 
not to be believed. 1» Anſwer to 
this I propoſed two Things to be conſ6- 
derd: 1. What we underſtand by Rea 
fon. 2. What Ground in Reaſon 

P.s, There ts to rejetf any Dottrin above it, 
when it tu propoſed as a Matter of 
Faith. 

As to the former I obſer'd, That 
the Unitarians, in their late Pamphlets, 
talk*d very much about clear and di- 
ſtinet Ideas and Perceptions, and thit 
the Myſteries of Faith were repugnant 
to them , but never went about to, ſtatt 
the Nature and Bounds of Reaſon, i 
ſuch a manner as they ought to hazt 
done, who make it the Rule and Stats 
dard of what they are to believe. But 
I added, That a late Author in a Book, 
called, Chriſtianity not Myſterious, 
had taken upon him to clear this Mat- 
ter, whom fo that cauſe I was bound ti 
co:fiaer ; The Deſien of his Diſcourſe 

related 
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related wholly to Matters of Faith , 
and not to Philoſophical Speculations ; 
ſo that there can be no Diſpute about 
his application of thoſe he calls Princi- 
ples of Reaſon and Certainty. 

* When the Mind makes uſe of 
intermediate Ideas to diſcover the 
* Agreement or Diſagreement of 
& the Ideas received into them; this 
* Method of Knowledge, he /a:th, 
* 15 properly called Reaſon or De- 
* monſtration. 

* 'The Mind, as he goes on, re- 
* ceives Ideas two ways. 

* 1. By Intromiſſion of 
* Senſes. 

* 2. By conſidering its own Ope- 
* rations. 

« And theſe ſimple and diſtin&t 
* Ideasarethe ſole Matter and Foun- 
* dation of all our Reaſoning, 

And ſo all our Certainty is reſolved 
into two Things , either © Immediate 
* Perception, which is Selt-evi- 
* dence; or the uſe of Intermediate 
* Tdeas, which diſcovers the Cer- 
* tainty of any Thing dubious ; 
which ts what he calls Reaſon. 

Now this , I ſaid , did ſuppoſe, That 
ge muit have clear and diſtinit Idea; 
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(6) 

of whatever we pretend to any Certainty 
of in our Minds (by Reaſon) and that 
the only way to attain this Certainty, is 
by comparing theſe Ideas together ; 
which excludes all Certainty of Faith or 
Reaſon, where we cannot have ſuch 
clear and diſtin Ideas. 

From hence I proceeded to ſhew, That 
we could not have ſuch clear and di- 
ftintt Ideas as were neceſſary in the pre- 
ſent Debate, either by Senſation or Re- 
fledtion, and conſequently we could not 
attain to any Certainty about it ;, for 
which I inſtanced in the Nature of Sub- 
ſfance and Perſon, and the Diſtin- 
&tton between them. 

And by wertue of theſe Principles, 
T ſaid, That I did not wonder that the 
Gentlemen of this new way of Reaſon- 
ins, hail almoit diſcarded Subſtance 
out of the reaſonable part of tit 
World. 

This is all your Lordſhip fays 
here to give me, and others, Satu- 
faction, as to the Matters of my Con- 
plaint, For what follows to the 
35th Page of your Anſwer, 1s n0- 
thing but your Lordſhips arguing 
againſt what I have ſaid concern- 
ing Subſtance, 

In 


- 


In theſe Words therefore, above 
quoted, I am to find the Satis- 
fation your Lordſhip has promiſed, 
as to the Occaſion why your Lord- 
ſhip made me one of the Gentlemen 
of the new way of Reaſoning, and in 
that joined me with the Unitarians, 
and the Author of Chriſtianity not 
Myſterious. But I crave leave to re- 
preſent to your Lordſhip , wherein 
the Words above-quoted, come ſhort 
of giving me Satisfatt ion. 

In the firſt place, *tis plain they 
were intended for a ſhort Narrative 
of what was contained in the Tenth 
Chapter of your Vindication of the 
Dottrin of this Trinity, relating to 
this Matter. But how could your 
Lordſhip think, that the repeating 
the ſame Things over again, could 
give me or any Body el{c Satisfatt ion, 
as to my being made one of 7he 
Gentlemen of this new way of Reaſon- 
ing f 

Indeed I cannot fay it is an exaQ 
Repetition of what is to be found in 
the beginning of that Tenth Chapter; 


becaule your Lordſhip faid, in that Vindic. 
Tenth Chapter, That the Author of * 23% 


Chriſtianity not Myſterions, gives an 
B 4 Ac- 


Anſw. 
P. 6, 


"OE ELEC MICE he FE AG SAWS 7 2 RE Et 53 Is. 


-— d = a — i” = - = - — ot -— i _—__—— _—_ = _ 
= CT = A =, _— * 

Dm pm ————— 

: DT —_—__FS EE MG CE, £ 


(8) 
Account of Reaſon, which ſuppoſes that 
we muit have clear and diſtinct Ideas of 
whatever we pretend to a Certainty of 
in our Minds. But here, in the Pa{- 
ſage above ſet down, out of your 
Anſwer to my Letter, I find it is not 
to his Account of Reaſon, but to 
ſomething taken out of that, and 
ſomething borrowed by him out of 
my Book, ro which your Lordſhip 
annexes this Suppoſition. For your 
Lordſhip ſays, Nov T HIS, I ſaid, 
did ſuppoſe that we mu3t have clear ans 
aiſtinit Ideas of whatever we pretend to 
any Certainty of in our Minds (by Reaſon). 

If your Lordſhip did fay fo 
in your V:natcation of the Dottrin 
of the [rinity, your Printer did your 
Lordihip rwo manifelt Injuries. The 
one is, That he omitted theſe 
Words [by Reaſon]. And rhe other, 
That he annexed your Lordſh'ps 
Words to the Account of Reaſon, 
there given by the Author of 
Chriſt ianity not Myſterious ; and 
not to thoſe Words your Lord- 
ſhip here fays you | annexed 
them to. For THIS here refer 
to other Words, and not barely to 
that Authors ' Account of Reaſon ; 3 
; any 
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any one may fatisfie himſelf, who 
will but compare theſe two Places 
together. 


One Thing more ſeems to me very 
remarkable in this Matter, and that 
is, That the laying all Foundation of 
Certainty, as to Matters of Faith, upon 
clear and diſt int Ideas, ſhould be the 


Opinion which you oppoſe, as your Lord» Anſs. 
ip declares ; and that this ſhould be Þ- 14- 


it for which the Unitarians, theAuthor 
of Chriſtianity not Myſterious, and T, 
are jointly brought on the Stage, un- 
der the Title of the Gentlemen of this 
new way of Reaſoning : And yet no 
one Quotation be brought out of the 
Unitarians , to ſhew 1t to be their 
Opinion; nor any Thing alledg'd 
out of the Author -of Chr:/tranity not 
Myſterious, to ſhew it to be his ; but 
only ſome Things quoted out of him, 
which are faid ro ſuppoſe all Foundas 
tion of Certatzty to be lard upon clear 
wa aiſtintt Iacas; which that they 
do ſuppoſe it, is not, I think, ſelt- 
evident, nor yet proved. But this I 
am ſure, as to my Self, I do no where 
lay all Founaation of Certainty in clear 
and diſtinct Izeas ; and therefore am 
ſtill at a loſs, why I was made = 
Q 
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of the Gentlemen of this new way of 
Reaſoning. 

Another Thing wherein your 
Lordſhips Narrative, intended 
for my Satisfation , comes ſhort of 
giving it me, 15 this, That ar moſt By; 
it gives but an Account of the Occaſin fp, 
why the Unitarians, and the Author i 
of Chriſtianity not Myſterious , were ſj, 
made, by your Lordſhip, the Geath.f x 
men of this new way of Reaſoning. Bu 1,1 
it pretends not to ſay a Word whyIF,s. 
was made one of them ; which waſp. 
the Thing wherein I needed Sai... 
faition. For your Lordſhip break, 
off your Report of the Matter 
Fact, juſt when you were come to 
the Matter of my Complaint ; which; 
you paſs over in Silence, and turn 
your Diſcourſe to what I have ſaid in 
my Letter : For your Lordſhip end 
the Account of the Occaſion, in thek 
Words. The Gentlemen of this ma 
way of Reaſoning, had almoit diſcarau 
Subſtance out of the reaſonable part q 
the World. And there your Lord{hiy 
ſtops. Whereas, 'tis in the Word 
that immediately follow, that I ai 
brought in as one of thoſe Gentlemen, 


of which I would have been glad to 
havc 


to C 
his t 
may 
coun! 
ſaid « 
your 
Polit] 


art d 
a{hip 
V or 
L ail 
lemen, 
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have known the Occaſion; and tis in 
this that I needed SatisfatFion, For 
that which concerns the others I med- 
de not with; I only defire to know 
upon what Occaſion, or why I was 
brought into this Diſpute of the 
Trinity. But of that, in this Account 
f the Occaſion, T do not ſee that your 
Lordſhip ſays any thing. 

I have been forced therefore to 
bok again a little cloſer into this 
whole Matter: And, upon a freſh 
Examination of what your Lordſhip 


"Fas ſaid, in your Vindication of the 


Dotrin of the Trinity, and in your 
Anſwer to my Letter, | come now to 
ke a little clearer, that the Matter, 
n ſhort, ſtands thus. The Author 


may be ſeen by comparing his Ac- 
count of Reaſon, with what I have 
aid of Reaſon in my Eſſay, which 
your Lord\hip accuſes of no ſuch Sup- 
polition ; and fo I ſtood clear m 

is 
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his Account of Reaſon, or any Thing 
it ſuppoſes. But he having 
given an Account of the Original of 
our Ideas, and having faid ſome, 
thing about them conformable to 
what is in my Eſſay, that has tied 
him and me fo cloſe together , that 
by this fort of ConneQtion I came 
to be one of the Gentlemen of thi 
new way of Reaſoning , which con- 
fiſts in making clear and diſtin 
Ideas neceſſary to Certainty ;, tho? I no 
where ſay, or ſuppoſe, clear and 
diſtinct Ideas neceſſary to Cer 
tainty. 

How your Lordſhip came to join 
me with the Author of Chriſtian 
wot Myſterious, I think is now ev 
dent. And he being the Tank 
whereby your Lordſhip joins me ty 
the Unitarians, in Objettions againi 
the Trinity in Point of Reaſon , anſe 
red; give me leave, my Lord, 1 
little to examine the Connection of 
this Link on that ſide alſu, #. 
What has made your Lordſhip join 
Him and the Unitarians in this 
Point, viz, making clear and diſtini 
Ideas neceſſary to Certainty; that great 
Battery, vt ſeems, which they make y 

0 


CT» 


of againſt the Doi#rin of the Trinity, 
in Point of Reaſon. 

Now as to this, your Lordſhip 
ſays, That the Unitarians having not Vindic. 
explained the Nature and Bounds of Y: 73% 
Reaſon, as they ought ; the Author of 
Chriſtianity not Myſterious hath en- 
leavoured to make amends for this , 
und takes upon him to make this Mat- 
ter clear. And then your Lordſhip 
kts down his Account of Reaſon at 
arge. 

I will not examine how it ap- 
years, that the Author of Chriſtia- 
wty wot Myſterious gave this account 
f Reaſon, to ſupply the defet of 
the Unitarians herein, or to make 
nends for their not having done it. 
four Lordſhip does not quote any 
thing out of him to ſhew, that it 
Was to make amends for what the 
Unitarians had negletted. T only 
book to ſee how the Unitarians and 
te come to be united, in this dange- 
rous Principle of the neceſſity of clear 
und diſtintt Ideas to Certainty, which 
s that wiuch makes him a Genrtle- 
man of this new and dangerous way 
of Reaſoning ; and conſequently me 
ro00 
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too, becauſe he agrees in ſome Par. 
ticulars with my Eſſay. 

Now, my Lord, having looked 
over his account of Reaſon, as 
down by your Lordſhip; give me 
leave to ſay, That he that ſhall 
compare that account of Reaſon, 
with your Lordſhips Animadver- 
{ion annexed to it, in theſe Words, 

Vindicat, This is offer'd to the World as an a 
p- 232: count of Reaſon ; but to ſhew how wer 
looſe and unſatisfattory it is, I deſire 
#t may be conſidered, That this Dottrin 
ſuppoſes, that we muſt have clear and 
aiſtint# Ideas of whatever we pretend to 
any Certainty of in our Minas ; and 
that the only way to attain this Certaint, 
is by comparing theſe Ideas together : 
Which excludes all Certainty of Faith 
or Reaſon, where we cannot have ſuch 
clear and diſtini# Ideas; will, I fear, 
hardly defend himſelf from wonder- 
ing at the way your Lordſhip has 
taken to ſhew, how looſe and unſatiſ- 
fattory an Account of Reaſon his is; but 


by imagining that your LordſhipF ; 


had a great Mind to ſay ſomething 
againſt clear and diſtintt Ideas, as n& 
ceſſary to Certainty; or that your Lord- 


ſhip had ſome Reaſon for bringing 
them 


£33 3 


them in, that does not appear in that 
fcount of Reaſon; ſince in it, from one 
end to the other, there is not the leaſt 
mention of clear and diſtini# Ideas. 
Nor does he (that I ſee) fay any 
thing that ſuppoſes that we muſt have 
dear and diſtinit Ideas of whatever we 
jretend to any Certainty of in our Minds. 

But whether He and the. Unita- 
rians do or do not lay all Foundation 
of Certainty , as to Matters of Faith, 
oor. clear and diſtintt Ideas, 1 concern 
not my ſelf: All my Enquiry, is, 
How He and I and the Unitarians, 
ome to be joined together , as Ger- 
tlemen of this new way of Reaſoning ? 
Which, in ſhort, as far as I can trace 
and obſerve the Connettion, is only 
thus. 


The Unitarians are the Men of this yingic. 
wn way of Reaſoning, becauſe they p. 231- 


ſpeak of clear and diſtinit Perceptions, 
mn their Anſwer to your Lordſhips 
&rmon, as your Lordſhip ſays. The 
Author of Chriffianity not Myſterious, 
s joined to the Unzitarians, as a Gen- 
tleman of this new way of Reaſon, be- 


"} cauſe his Dofrir, concerning Reaſon, 


"1 


appeſes we muſt have clear and diſtintt 
laeas of whatever we pretend to any Cer- 
tarot | 


(16) 

tainty of in our Minds: And I am 
joined ro that Author , becauſe he 
ſays, © That the uſing of interme- 
& diate Ideas to diſcover the Agree- 
& ment or Diſagreement of the Ideas 
© received into our Minds, is Rea- 
& fon; and that the Mind receives 
& Tdeas by the Intromiſſion of the 
&« Senſes, and by conſidering its own 
« Operations. And theſe {imple and 
« diftin&t Ideas are the fole Matter 
* and Foundation of all our Reaſon- 
« ing. This, becauſe it ſeems to be 
borrowed our of my Book, is that 
which unites me to him, and by 
him, conſequently co the Unitarians, 

And thus I am come to the end of 
the Thread of your Lordſhips Dif 
courſe, whereby I am brought into 
the Company ot the Geztlememn of this 
new way of Reaſoning, and thereb 
bound up in the Bundle and Cauſe 
of rhe UVnitarians arguing againit the 
Dottrin of the Trinity, by V6jettions 
in Point of Reaſon. 

I have been longer upon this, than 
I thought T ſhould be : But the 
Thread that ties me to the Unitarian I 
being ſpun very fine and ſubrtil, 1s, 
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as it naturally falls out, the longer I Viu 


(17) 
for it, and the harder to be followed, 
ſo as to diſcover the ConneCtion 
every where. As for Example: The 
Thread that ties me to the Author of 
Chriſtianity not Myſterious , is fo fine 
and delicate, that without laying my 
Eyes cloſe to it , and poreing a good 
while, I can hardly perceive how it 
hangs. together ; that becauſe he ſays 
what your Lordſhip charges him to 
ay, in the 234th Page of your Y:x- 
dication, &c. And becauſe I fay 
what your Lordſhip quotes out of my 
Eſay, in the ſame Page, that there- 
fore I am one of the Gentlemen of this 
ww way of Reaſoninz , which your 
Lordſhip oppoſes in the Unitarians, 
s dangerous to the Doctrin of the 
Trinity. "This Connection of me , 
with the Author of Chri/t:anity not 
Myſterious; and by him , with the 
Uaitarians (being in a Point wherein 
| agree with your Lordſhip, and not 
with them, if they do lay all the 
Foundation of Knowledge in clear 
and diſtinCt Ideas) is, I fay, pretty 
hard for me clearly to pereeive now; 
though your Lordſhip has given me, 
n your Letter; that end of the Clue 
Wiuch was to lead me to it, for my 
CG Satiſ= 


(13) 

ation: But was impoſſible for me, 
or (as I think) any Bedy elſe to dif- 
cover, whilit it ſtood as, it does, in 
your Lordſhips Vindication, &c. 

And now, my Lord, *tis time I 
ask your Lordſhips Pardon, for ſaying 
in my firſt Letter, That ©& I hoped] 
« might ſay, you had gone a little out 
« of your way to do me a Kindnels; 
which your Lordſhip, by ſo often 
repeating, of it, ſeems to be diſpleaſed 
with. For, belides that there 1s no 
thing out of the way to a willing 
Mind, I have now the Satisfaction, 
being joined to the Author of 
Chriſtianity not Myſterious, for his 
agreeing with me in the Original of 
our Tdeas and the Materials of our 
Knowledge (though I agree not with 
him, ur any Body elſe, in /aying al 
Foundation of Certainty in Matters of 
Faith, in clear and diſtintt Ideas ; ) and 
his being joined with the Unitarian, 
by giving a account of Reaſon, whit 


ſuppoſes clear and diſt intt Ideas, as necel-Y 


ſary to all Knowledge and Certainty. 
I have now, I ſay, the Satisfaction to 
ſce how I lay directly in your Lord- 


ſhips way, in oppoſing theſe Gentle 


men, who /ay all Foundation of Certaint), 
As 


( 19) 


&s to Matters of Faith, upon clear and di- 
ſtint Ideas, i. e. the Unitarians, the 
Gentlemen of this new way of Reaſoning, 
ſo dangerous to the Dottrin of the Tri- 
zity. For the Author of Ciri/tianity 
not Myſterious __— with them in 
ſome Things, and with me in others ; 
he being joined to them on one ſide by 
an account of Reaſon, that ſuppoſes clear 
and aiſtinit Ideas neceſſary to Certainty ; 
and to me on rhe other ſide, by ſay- 
ing, The Mind has its Ideas from Sen- 
Jation and Reflettion, and that thoſe are 
the Materials and Foundations of all our 
Knowleage, &c. Who can deny, but 
ſ ranged in a-Row, your Lordſhip 
may place your Selt fo, that we may 
kem to you but one Object, and fo 
one Shot be aimed at us all together ? 
Though, if your Lordſhip ſhould be at 
the Pains to change your Station alit- 
tle, and view us on the other ſide, we 
ſhould viſibly appear to be very far 
under; and I, in particular, be found, 
n the Matter controverted, to be 


'(oearer to your Lordſhip, than to 


ather of them, or any Body elſe, who 
ily all Founaa:ton of Certaimty, as to 
Matters of Fa:th, upc1 cl-ar and dijlindt 


h «&s, For I perfectly allceat to what 
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your Lordſhip faith, That there are: 
many Things of which we may be certain, 
and yet can have no clear and diſtinf 
Ideas of them. 

Beſides this Account of the Occaſion 
of bringing me into your Lordſhips 
Chapter , wherein -Objedtions againit 
the T rinity ia point of Reaſon, are anſwe- 
red, which we have conlidered , your 
Lordſhip promiſes ro {bew what Care 
you took to prevent being miſ-under ſtood 
about it, to give me and others Satisfa- 
tion, as to this Matter ; which I find 
about the end of the firſt quarter of 
your Lordſhips Anſwer to me. Al| 
the Pages between, being taken up ina 
Diſpute again(t what I have ſaid about 
Sabſtance, and our Idea of it, I think 
has now no more to do with the Que- 
ſtion, whether I ought to have been 
made one of the Gexrlemen of this nen 
way of Reaſoning, or with my Complaint 
about it ; though there be many 
Things in it that I ought to conſider 
apart, to ſhew the Reaſon why I am 
not yet brought to your Lordſhips 
Sentiments, by what you have there 
ſaid. To return theretore to the Bu 
ſineſs in Hand, 


Your 


( 21 ) 


Your Lordſhip ſays, I come therefore p 


now to ſhew the Care I took to prevent be- 
ing miſ-underſtood ; which will beit appear 
by my own Words, viz. I mutt do that 
right to the Ingenious Author of the Eſſay 
of Humane Underſtanding ( from 
whence theſe Notions are borrowed, to 
ſerve other Purpoſes than he intended 
them) that he makes the Caſe of Spiritaal 
and Corporeal to be alike, 

Theſe Words, my Lord, which you 
have quoted out of your /aication, 
&c, I, with Acknowledgment, own, 
will keep your Lordſhip from beizg 
miſ-underſtood, 1f any one ſhould be in 
danger to be ſo fooliſhly miſtaken, as 
to think your Lordſhip could not treat 
me with great Civility when you 
pleaſed ; or that you did not here 
make me a great Compliment, in the 
Epithet which you here bettow upon 
me. Theſe Wards alto of your Lord- 
ſhip, will certainly prevezt your Lord- 
ſhips being m:iſ-<underjiood, in allowing 
me to have made the Caſe of Spiritual 
and Corporeal Subſtances to be alike. But 
this was not what I complained of: 
My Complaint was, That I was 
brought into a Controverſic, wherein 
what I had written had nothing more 

C 3 ro 
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to do, than in any other Controverſie 
extant ; and that I was made a Party 
on one {ide of a Queſtion, tho? what 
T faid in my Book made me not more 
on the one {ide of that Queſtion, than 
the other. And that your Lordſhip 
had ſo mixed me, in many Places, 
with thoſe Gentlemen, whoſe Object; 
ons agetuit the 1 rinity, in point of Rea- 
Jon, your Lordſhip was anſwering, 
that tie Reader could not but rake me 
to be one of them, that had Objectes 
againſt the 1 r:uity, in point of Reaſon. 
As for Example; where your Lord- 
ſhip firſt introduces me, your Lord- 

Vindic. ſhip ſays, That the Gentlemen of this 

P. 2344 mew way of Reaſoning, have almoſt dif- 
carded Subſt ance out of the reaſonable part 
of the World. For they not only tell as, 
© That we can have no Idea of it by 
« Senſation and Reflettion ; but that 
« Nothing 1s ſignified by it, only an 
& uncertain Suppolition of we know 
«© not what. And for theſe Words, 
L. 1. C5. 4. $. 18. of my Eſſay, is 
quoted. 

Now, my Lord, what Care is there 
taken ? What Frovifion is there made, 
in the Words above alledged by your 
Lordſhip, to prevent your being miſ- 
. underſtood 
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underſtood , if you meant not that I 
was one of the Gentlemen of this new 
of Reaſonin2 ? And if you did mean 
that T was, your Lordſhip did me a 
manifeſt Injury. For I no where 
make clear and diſt init Ideas neceſſary to 
Certarnty;, which 1; the zew way of Rea- 
ſoning which your Lordſhip oppoſes 
in the Unitarians, as contrary to the 
Doctrin of the Trinity. Your Lord- 
ſhip ſays, You took Care not to be miſ- 
widerſtood, And the Words wherein 


you took that care, are theſe: I muſt do P. 35. 


that right to the Inzenious Author of the 
Eſſay of Humane Underſtanding , 
(from whence theſe Notions are borron'd, 
to ſerve other Purpoſes than he intended 
them) that he makes the Caſe of Spiritual 
and Corporeal Subſt 1nces to be alike. But 
which of theſe Words are they, my 
Lord, I beſeech you, which are to 
hinder People from taking me to be 
one of the Gentlemen of that new way of 
Reaſoning, wherewith they over-turn 
the Doftrin of the Trinity ? I conteſs, 
my Lord, I cannot fee any of them 
that do: And that I did not fee any 
of them that could hinder Men from 
that Miſtake, I ſhew*d your Lordſhip, 
mn my Firſt Letter to your Lordſhip, 

C4 where 
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where I take notice of that Paſſage in 
your Lordſhips Book. My Words 
are: © Treturn my Acknowledgment 
<* to your Lordſhip, for rhe good Opi- 
* nion you are here pleaſed to exprels 
« of the Author of the Eſſay of Hu- 
& mane Underſtanding ; and that you 
« do not impute to him the ill uk 
& ſome may have made of his Notions. 
« But he craves leave to ſay, T hat he 
« ſhould hve been better preſerved 
&* from rhe hard and fioiſter Thoughts 
« which ſome M-n are always ready 
« for; if, in what you have here 
« publiſÞd, your Lordſhip had been 
« pleaſed to have ſhewn where you 
& directed your Diſcourle againlt him, 
*& and where againſt others, from 
& p. 234. tO p. 262. Nothing but iy 
*& Words and my Book being quoted, 
& the World will be apt to think that 
« I am the Perſon who argue againſt 
* the Trinity and deny Myſteries, 
« againſt whom your Lordſhip di- 
* reQts thoſe Pages. And indeed, my 
« Lord, tho? I have read them over 
« with great Attention, yet, in many 
&« Places; I cannot diſcern whether it 
« be againſt me, or any Body elſe, 
* that . your Lordſhip is arguing, 

| | ; > RR 
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& That which often makes the Dif- 
« ficulty, is, That I do not ſee how 
« what I ſay, does at all concern the 
« Controverlie your Lordſhip is en- 
« paged in, and yet Ialone am quoted. 
To which Complaint of mine, your 
Lordſhip returns no other Ani{wer, 
but refers me to the ſame Paſſages 
again for Satisfattion ; and tells me, 
That therein jou took Care not to be miſ- 
wnderſtood. Your Lordſhip might ſee 
that thoſe Words did nor fatisfe me 
in that Point, when I did my ſelf the 
Honour to write to your Lordſhip ; 
and how your Lordſhip ſhould think 
the repitition of them in your Anſwer, 
ſhould fatisfie me betrer, I confeſs I 
cannot tell. 

I make the like Complaint in theſe 


Words. © This Paragrarh , which P-65. 


* continues to prove, That we may 
* have Certainty without clear and 
* diſtinQt Ideas, I would flatter my 
* ſelf is not meant againſt me, be- 
* cauſe it oppoſes nothing that IT have 
* faid, and 10 ſhall not ſa any thing 
*to it; but only ſet it down to do 
* your Lordſhip right, that the Rea- 
* der may judge. Tho? I do not find 
* how he will calily over-look me, 
L , ""_ 
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* and think T am not at all concerned 
&« in it, ſince my Words alone arc 
*& quoted in ſeveral Pages immediate. 
« ly preceeding and following : And 
« inthe very next Paragraph 1t 15 faid, 
& how T HET come to know ; which 
« Word T HET muſt fignifhe ſome 
«& Body, beſides the Author of Chr: 
&« ſtianity not Myſterious ;, and then, 1 
& think, by the whole Tenor of your 
« Lordſhips Difcourſe, no Body wil 
<« be left but me, poſſible to be taken 
« to be the other; for in the ſame 
« Paragraph your Lordihip ſays, the 
« fame PERSONS fay, That not 
withſtanding T HETIR Tdeas, its 
poſſible for Matter to think. 

« I know not what other Perſa 
& fays ſo hut ; but it any one dos, 
* I am ſure no Perſoz but I fay 6 
* in my Book, which your Lordſhip 
& has quoted for them, viz. Hummy 
& Unaerſtandins, B. a. Ch. 3. Thi! 
« which 15a Riddle to me, the mort 
« amazes me, becauſe I tind it in! 
« Treatiſe of your Lordſhips, whok 
< perfetly underſtand the Rules and 
« Methods of Writing, whether 
« Controverſie or any other way: 


« But this which ſcems wholly nev 
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« to me, I ſhall better underſtand, 
« when your Lordſhip pleaſes to ex- 
« plainit. In the mean time I men- 
« tion it as an Apology for my ſelf, 
« if ſometimes I miſtake your Lord- 
« ſhips Aim, and fo miſapply my 
« Anſwer. 

To this alſo your Lordſhip anſwers 
nothing, but for Satisfattion refers me 
to the Care you took to prevent being miſ- 
underſtood ; which you ſay, appears by 
thoſe Words of yours above recited. 
But what there 1s in theſe Words that 
an prevent the Miſtake I complain'd 
[l was expoſed to; what there is in 
them, that can hinder any one from 
thinking that TI am one of the 7 HET 
ind THEM that oppoſc the Do- 
arin of the Trinity; which Arguments, 
in point of Reaſon, that I mult confeſs, 
my Lord, I cannot fee, though I have 


read rhem over and over again to find 
1s, it out. 


The like might be ſaid 1n reſpeCt of 
al thoſe other Paſſages, where I make 
the like Complaint, which your Lord- 


od ſhip takes notice I was frequent in ; 


nor could I avoid it, being almoſt every 


yLeat perplexed to know whether I 


Was concerned, and how far, 1n what 
your 
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your Lordſhip ſaid, ſince my Word; 
were quoted,and others argued againſt, 
And for Satisfattion herein, I am ſent 
to a Compliment of your Lordſhips. 
I fay not this, my Lord, that Ido not 
highly value the Civility and good 
Opinion your Lordihip has expreſſed 
of me therein ; but to let your Lord: 
ſhip ſce, that I was not fo rude as to 
complain of want of Civility in your 
Lordſhip ; but my Complaint was f 
ſomething elſe; and therefore it wa 
ſomething elſe wherein I wanted Ss 
tisfatt ion. 

Indeed your Lordſhip fays, in that 
Paſſage ; From the Author of the Eflay of 
Humane Underſtanding, THESE 
NOTIONS are borrowd, to ſer 
other Purpoſes than he intended them 
But, my Lord, how this helps in the 
Caſe to prevent my being mittaken to 
be one of THOSE whom your 
Lordſhip had to do with in this Chap 
ter, in anſwering Objections in Point of 
Reaſon, azainſt the Trinity, 1 muſt 
own, I do not yet perceive ; for the: 
Notions, which your Lordſhip is there 
arguing againſt, are all taken out 0! 
my Book, and made uſe of by no Body 
that I know, but your Lordi} 


( 29) 
my ſelf: And which of us twoit is, 
that hath #orron*'d them to ſerve other 
Purpoſes than I intended them, T muſt 
kave to your Lordſhip to determine. 
I, and I think every Body elſe with 
me, will be at a loſs, who they are, 
till either their Words, and not mine, 
are produced to prove, That they do 
uſe thoſe Notions of mine, which your 
Lordſhip there calls THESE NO- 
TIONS, to Purpoſes to which I in- 
tended them not. 

But to thoſe Words 1n your Lord- 
ſhips /Vinaication of the Dottrin of the 
Trinity, you, in your anſwer to my 
Letter, for farther Satisfaction, add as 


followeth ; It was to plain, that the p, 


bold Writer againſt the Myſteries of our 
Faith, took his Notions and Expreſſions 
from thence : And what could be ſaid more 
for your Vindication, than that he turned 
them into other Purpoſes than the Author 
intended them ? 

With Submiſſion, my Lord, it is 
2s plain as Print can make it, That 
whatever Notions and Expreſſions that 
Writer took from my Book ; thoſe in 
queſtion, which your Lordſhip there 
calls Theſe Notions, my Book 1s only 
quoted for ; nor does 1t appear, that 
your 


(32) 

Viadicat. your Lordſhip knew that that Writer 

P. *39* hadany where made uſe of them : Or, 
if your Lordſhip knew them to be 
any where in his Writings, the Mat- 
ter of Aſtoniſhment and Complaint is 
{till the greater, that your Lordſhip 
ſhould know where they were in his 
Writings where they were uſed, to 
ſerve os Purpoſes thanl intended them; 
and yet your Lordſhip ſhould quote 
only my Book, where they were uſed 
to ſerve only thoſe Purpoſes 1 intenaes 
them. 

How much this is for my V/7naics 
tion, we \hall preſently ſee: But what 
it can do to give Satisfattion to me or 
others, as to the» Matters of my Com- 
plaint, for which it is brought by your 
Lordſhip, that I confeſs I do not fee. 
For my Complaint was not againſt thoſe 
Gentlemen, that they had caſt any 
Aſperſions upon my Book, againlt 
which, I deſired your Lordſhip to vin- 
dicate me ; but my Complaint was of 
your Lordſhip, that you had brought 
me into a Controverſie, and fo joyn'd 
me with thoſe againſt whom you 
were diſputing in Defence of the 1r+ 
nity, that choſe who read your Lord- 
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ſhips Book, would be apt to miſtake 
me for one of them. 

But your Lordſhip asks, What could 
be ſaid more for my Vindication? My 
Lord, I ſhall always take it for a very 
great Honour, to be Vindicated by 
your Lordſhip againſt others. But in 
the preſent Caſe, I wanted no Vind:- 
ution againſt others : It my Book or 
Notions, had need of any Vindica- 
tion, it was only againſt your Lord- 
ſhip; for it was your Lordſhip, and 
not others, who had in your Book, 
lifputed againſt Paſſages, quoted out 
of mine, tor ſeveral Pages together. 

Nevertheleſs, my Lord, I grateful- 
ly acknowledge the Favour you have 
done me, for being Guarantee for my 
Intentions, which you can have no 
Reaſon to repent of. For as it was 
not 1n my Intention, to write any 
thing againſt Truth, much leſs, a- 
painſt any of the Sacred T ruths, con- 
tained in the Scriptures; fo I will be 
an:werable for it, that there is nothing 
nmy Book, which can be made ule 
of to other Purpoſes, but what may 

turned upon them, who {o ule it, 
to ſhew their Miſtake and Error. No 
Body can hinder but that Syllogiſm, 
which 


(32) 
which was intended for the Service of 
Truth, will ſometimes be made uſe of 
= it. But it 1s nevertheleſs of 
ruths ſide, and always turns upon 
the Adverſaries of it. 

Your Lordſhip adds, And the tru: 
Reaſon why the Plural Number was 
often uſed by me, was, becauſe he [ 1. e. the 
Author of Chriſtianity not Myſterious ] 
built upon thoſe, which he imagined had 
been your Grounds. 

Whether *rwas your Lordſhip, or 
he, that imagin'd thoſe to be my 
Grounds, which were not my Grounds, 
I will not pretend to ſay. Be that as 
it will; *tis plain from what your 
Lordſhip here ſays, That all the Foun- 
dation of your Lordſhips fo poſitive 
ly, and in ſo many places, making me 
one of the Gentlemen of the new way of 
Reaſoning, was, but an Imagination of 
an Imagination. Your Lordſhip ſays, 
He built upon thoſe, which he 1maginti 
had been my Grounds ; but 1t 1s but an 
Imagination in your Lordſhip, that he 
did fo Imagine ; and with all due Re 
ſpe&, give me leave to ſay, a very il 
grounded Imagination too. For it ap 
pears to me no Foundation to think 


that, becauſe He, or any Body agree 
with 


(33) 


with me in Things that are in my 
Book, and ſo appear to be my Opt- 
nion ; therefore he Imagins he agrees 
with me in other Things, which are 
not in my Book, and are not my Opt- 
nion. As in the Matter before us; 
what Reaſon is there to imagin, that 
the Author of Chriſtianity not Myſtert- 
ous, imagin'd, that he built on my 
Grounds, 1n /aying all Foundation of 
Certainty, in clear and diſtintt Ideas, 
(if he does fo) which is no where laid 
down in my Book ; becauſe he builds 
on my Grounds, concerning the Ori- 
ginal of our Ideas, or any thing elſe 
he finds in my Book, or quotes out 
ofit? For this is all that the Author of 
Chriſtianity not Myſterious, has done in 
tus Caſe ; or can be brought, to ſup- 
port ſuch an Imagination. 

But ſuppoſing it true, That he ima- 
gw'd he built apo my Grounds ; what 
Reaſon, L beſcech your Lordihip, is 
that, for uſing the Plural! Number, in 


"quoting Words, which I alone ſpoke, 


and he no where makes uſe of 2 To 


ed, be built upon my Grounds; and 
yur Loraſhips Buſineſs was to ſhew thoſe 
Expreſſions of Mine, which ſeem'd moſt 

D tg 


this your Lordſhip ſays, That he ima- P. 36; 
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to countenance his Method of Proceeding, 
could not give any reaſonable Satisfatt ion. 
Which,as I humbly conceive, amounts 
to thus much. The Author of Chri- 
ſtianity not Myſterious, writes ſome- 
thing, which your Lordſhip difap- 
Rn: Your Lordſhip imagins, he 
wilds upon my Grounds; and then your 
Lordſhip picks out ſome Expreſſions of 
mine, which you imagin do moſt coun- 
tenance his Method of Proceeding, and 
quote them, as belonging in common 
to us both ; though it be certain he no 
where uſed them. And this your 
Lordſhip tells mez (to give Me Satis- 
faction, what Care you took not to be 
miſ-underſtood) was the true Reaſon, 
why you ſo often uſed the Plural Num: 
ber : Which with Submiſſion, my 
Lord, fecms to me to be no Reaſon 
at all; unleſs it can be a Reaſon to 
aſcribe my Words to another Man, 
and me together, which he never faid; 
becauſe your Lordſhip imagins he 
might, if he would, have faid them 
And ought not this, my Lord, to { 
tisfie me of the Care jou took, wot to bt 
miſ-underſtood ? 
Your Lordſhip goes on, to ſhe 


your care to prevent, your being miſ-un 
der ſtooa: 


( 35) 


derſitoo#: Your Words are, But yon p, ,6) 


[ 4.e. the Author of the Letter to your 
Lordſhip] ſay, you dot ©* place Cer- 
* tainty only in clear and diſtin& 
« Fdeas, but in the clear and viſible 
* Connettion of any of our Ideas. 
* Azad, Certainty of Knowledge, you 
«* tell ws, 15 to perceive the Agree- 
* ment, or Diſagreement of Ideas, 
* as expreſſed in any Propoſition. 
Whether this be a true Account of the 
Certainty of Knowledge, or zot, will 
be preſently conſiderd. But it i wery 
poſſible he might miſtake, or miſ-apply 
your Notions; but there is too much Rea- 
ſon to believe, he thought them: the ſame : 
And we have no Reaſon to be ſorry, that 
be hath given you this occaſion for ex- 
plaining your meaning, and for the Vin- 
dication of your ſelf, in the Matters 
you apprehend, I had charged you with. 
Your Lordſhip herein ſays, It is 
very poſſible the Author of Chriſtianity 
not Myſterious, might miſlake, or miſ- 
apply my Notions, I find it indeed 
very poſſible, that my Notions may 
be miſtaken and miſ-applyed; if by mil- 
apply*'d, be meant drawing Inferences 
from thence, which belong not to 
them. But if that poſſibility be Rea- 
D 2 fon 


( 36 ) 


ſon enough to join me in the Plural 
Number, with the Author of Chri- 
ſtianity not Myſterious, or with the 
Unitarians : It is as much a Reaſon, 
to join me in the Plural Number 
with the Papiſfs, when your Lord- 
ſhip, has an Occaſion to write againſt 
them next; or with the Latherians, or 
Quakers, &c. for tis poſſible, that an 
of theſe may miſtake, or in that Senfs 
miſ-apply my Notions. But if miſtaking, 
or m1ſ-applyinz my Notions, does aQtu- 
ally join me ro any Body, I know no 
Body, that I am fo ſtrictly joined to, 
as your Lordſhip: For, as I humbly 
conceive, no Body has {o much m+- 
ſtaken, and m:iſ-appiped my N otions, as 
your Lordſhip. I ſhould nor tak 
the Liberty to ſay this, were not my 
thinking ſo, the very Reaſon and Ex- 
cuſe, for my troubling your Lordſhip 
with this Second Letter. For, my 
Lord, I do not {o well love Contro- 
verſie, eſpecially. with ſo great and 
ſo learned a Man, as your Lordſhip, 
as to ſay a Word more; had I na 
hopes to ſhew, for my Excuſe, That 
It is my Misfortune, to have my Ns 
tons, to be miſtaken, or miſ-applyed by 
your Lordſhip. 
Your 


L273 


Your Lordſhip adds, But there is p, 35, 


too much Reaſon to believe, that he 
thought them the ſame, i.e. That the 
Author of Chriſtianity not Myſterious, 
thought that I had /aid all Foundation 
of Certaimty, in clear and diſtintt 
[aeas, as well as he did; for that is it, 
upon which all this Diſpute is raiſed, 
Whether he himſelf, /azd all Founda- 
tion of Certainty, in clear and diſtintt 
Ideas, is more than I know. But what 
that t00 much Reaſon is to believe, that 
he thought that I did, T am fure is 
hard for me to gueſs, till your Lord- 
ſhip is pleaſed to Name it. For that 
there is not any fuch Thing in my 
Book, to give Him, or any Body elle, 
Reaſon to think fo, I ſuppoſe your 
Lordſhip is now fatished: And I 
would not willingly ſuppoſe the Rea- 
/on to be, that unleis He, or ſome Bo- 
dy eiſe thought ſo, my Book could 
not be brought into the Diſpute ; 
though it be not caftie to find an 
other. It follows in your Lordſhips 
Letter : 


And we have no Reaſon to be ſorry, P. 36. 


That he hath given you this Occaſion 
for the explainins your Meaning, and 
for the Vindication of your Self, in the 

D 3 Matter 


(33) 
Matter you apprehended, I had charged 
you with. 

My Lord, I know not azy Occaſion 
he has given Me, of windicatinz my 
Self: Your Lordſhip was pleated to 
join me, with the Gentlemen of the 
new way of Reaſoning, who laid all 
Foundation of Certainty, in clear and 
diſtinct Ideas. All the Vizatcation 1 
make, or need to make in the Cale, 
15, That I lay not all Foundation of 
Certainty, in clear aud aiſtintt Ineas; 
and ſo rhere was no Reaton, to join 
me with thoſe that do. And for 
this Vindication of my Self, your Lord- 
ſhip alone gives me Occation : Bur 
whether -your Lordſhip, has Reaſon 
to" be ſorry, or xt ſorry, your Lord- 
{hip beſt knows. 

Your Lordſhip gocs on, 1n what 1s 
deſigncd for my Satr5fact:on, as tollow- 
eth : 

P. 27, And if your Aiiſiver aot9 mot come 
fally up in all Thins, to wiat I could 
wiſy; yet IT am plad, to find that it 
gexeral, you own. the Myſteries of thr 

Chriſtian Faith, and the Scriptures, to 

be the Rule and Fountation of Ht. 

Which Words, my Lord, feem to 
to me rather to ſhew, Thar your 
Lordſhip 
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(39) 


Lordſhip is not willing to be ſatisfied 
with my Book, than to ſhew any Care 
your Lordihip took to prevent Peo- 
ples being lead by your Lordſhips 
Book into a Miſtake, That I was one 
of the Gentlemen of that new way of 
Reaſoning, who argued againſt the 
Poctrin of the Trinity. 

1 he Gentlemen of the new way of Rea- 
ſoniag, whom your Lordſhip ſers your 
Self to anſwer in that 1oth Chapter 
Of your Vindication of the Dottrin of the 
Irinity, are thoſe who lay all Foundation 
of Certainty, in clear and diſtinit Ideas ; 
and from that Foundation, raiſe O6je- 
tons acainit the 71 rinity, in Point Fa 
Reaſou. Your Lordſhip joins me with 
theſe Gentlemen in that Chapter, and 
calls me One of 'Them. Ot this I 
complain ; and tell your Lordſhip, in 
the Place and Words you have quoted 
out of my Letter, * That I do not 
*- place Certainty only- in clear and 
* diltinctIdcas. I expected upon this, 
that your Lordſhip wouid have at- 
ſoiled me, and ſaid, That then I was 
none of them ; nor {ſhould have been 
joined with them. But inſtcad of 
that, your Lordſhip tells me, My A- 
ſwer doth not come fully up in all Things, 

D 4 to 


(40) 

to what your Loraſhip could wiſh. The 
Queſtion is, Whether I ought to be 
lifted with theſe, and ranked on their 
ſide, who place Certainty only in clear 
and diſtinft Ideas? What more direct 
and categorical Anſwer could your 
Lordſhip wiſh for, to decide this Que- 
ſtion, than that which I give? To 
which nothing can be replied , but 
that it is not true : But that your Lord- 
ſhip does not objeCt to it ; but ſays, It 
does not come fully up in all Things, to 
nhat your Lordſhip could wiſh. What 
other Things there can be wiſhed for 
in an Anſwer, which, if it be true, 
decides the Matter, and which 15 not 
doubted to be true, comes not within 
my gueſs. - But though my Anſwer 
be an unexceptionable Anſwer as to 
the Point in Queſtion, yet, it ſeems, 
my Book 1s not an unexceptionable 
Book, becauſe I own, that in it I fay, 
* That Certainty of Knowledge is to 
« perceive the Agrecment or Diſagree- 
& ment of any Ideas, as expreſſed in 
« any Propoſition. Whether it be 
true, that Certainty of - Knowledge 
lies in ſuch a Perception, is nothing to 
the Queſtion here; that, perhaps, we 
may have an occaſion to examine 1n 

another 


(41) 


inother place. 'The Queſtion here, is, 
Whether 1 ought to have been ranked 
with thoſe, who /ay all Foundation of 


Uertainty in clear and aiſtinit Ideas ? 


And to that, I think my Anſwer is 2 
full and deciſive Anſwer ; and there is 
nothing wanting in 1t, which your 
Lordſhip could wiſh for, to make it 
fuller. 

But *cis natural the Book ſhould be 
ound Fault with, when the Author, 
ſeems, has had the ill Luck to be un- 
ler your Lordſhips ill Opinion. This 
[ could not but be ſ{urprized to find 
na Paragraph, which your Lordſhip 
declares was deſigned to give me Sati/- 
fation. Your Lordſhip lays, Though 
my Axſwer doth not come up in all Things 
to what you could wiſh ; yet you are glad 
0 find, that in general I own the Myſte- 
ies of the Chriſtian Faith and the Scri- 
fture, to be the Foundation and Rale 
i 4*, 

My Lord, I do not remember that 
ever I declared to your Lordſhip, or 
any Body elſe, that I did not own all 
tne DoCtrins of the Chriſtian Faith 
and the Scripture, to be the ſole Rule 
and Foundation of it. And therefore I 
know no more Reaſon your —_ 

"a 


Fs 
had to ſay, That you are glad tofind, thi 
in 2eneral I own, &c. than I have Rea 
ſon to lay, That I am 2lad to find, tha 
in general your Lordſhip owns the Myft 
rics of the Chriſtian Faith, and the Seri 
Ptures, to be the Foundation ana Ruled 
it. Unleſs it be taken for granted, 
That thoſe who do not write and ap- 
pear in Print, in Controverſtes of Re 
ligion, do not own the Chriſtian Faith, 
and the Scriptures, as the Rule of it. 

I know, my Lord, what weight: 
Commendation from your Lord(hip 
Pen 1s in the World : And I perceive 


your Lordſhip knows the value of i ,1 
which has made your Lordſhip tem-ſl ,, 
per yours of me with fo large an Alloy . 
tor fear poſſibly leaſt it ſhould work fo 
too {trongly on my Vanity. For 
whether I conſider where theic Word "" 
itand, or how they are brought in, ra 
what an Intimarion they carry witlfſ p, 
them; which way ſoever I turn them, bp 
J do not find they were intended t "uh 
put me up, though they are in a Þ:J ©, 
ragraph purpoſely written 70 given , 
Sa'rsfattion ; and grounded on Word * 


of mine, which ſcem to be approve pri 
by your Lordſhip before any wm mJ 7 
Letter ; but which yet have nothing 
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to do in this place ( whether your 
Lordihip has been at the Pains to 
fetch them from my Poſtſcript) unleſs 
it be to give vent to fo extraordinary 
a fort of Compliment: For they are, 
I think, in their Subject, as well as 
Place, the remoteit of any in my Let- 
ter, from the Argument your Lord- 
ſhip was then upon ; which was to 
ſhew what Care you had taken ot to 
he miſ-underſtood to my Prejudice. For 
what, .I beſcech you my Lord, would 
you think of him, who from ſome 
Words of your Lordſhips, that ſeem- 
ed to cxpreſs mach of a Chriſtian Spirit 
and Temper, (for ſo your Lordſhip is 
pleaſed to ſay of theſe of mine) ſhould 
ſeek occaſion to tell your Lordſhip, 
and the World, That he was glad to 
find, that your Lordſhip was a Chri- 
ſian, and that you believed the Bible? 
For this, common Humanity, as well 
as Chriſtian Charity obliges us to be- 
lieve of every one, who calls himſelf a 
Chriſtian, till he manifeſts the con- 
trary, Whereas the ſaying, 1 am glad 
to fizd ſuch an one believes the Scri- 
pture, is underſtood to intimate, That 
I knew the time when he did not ; or, 
at lcaſt, when I ſuſpected he did not. 

But 


T7. 23, 


( 44 ) 


But perhaps your Lordſhip had ſome 
other meaning in it, which I do not 
ſee. The Largeneſs of your Lordſhips 
Mind, and the Charity of a Father 
of our Church, makes me hope that 
I paſſed not in your Lordſhips Opi- 
nion for a Heathen, till your Lordſhip 
read that Paſſage, in the Poſtſcript of 
my late L.ctter to you. 

But to return. to the Satisfattion 
your Lordſhip is giving me. To thoſe 
Words, quoted out of my Poſtſcript, 
your Lordſhip ſubjoins ; Which Word; 
ſeem to expreſs ſo much of a Chriſtian 
Spirit and Temper, that I cannot believe 
yor intended to give any Advantage to the 
Enemies of the Chriſtian Faith ; but 
whether there hath zot been too ju#t occaſion 
for them to apply T HE M in that man- 
ner, is a Thing very fit for you to conſider, 

Your Lordſhip here again expreſſes 
a favourable Opinion of my Intenti- 
ons, which I gratefully acknowledge: 
But you add, That it is fit for me to 
conſider , whether there hath not been too 
1a occaſion for them to apply T HEM 
in that manner, My Lord, I ſhall do 
what your Lordſhip thinks it fit for 
me to do.,, when your Lordſhip does 
me the Favour to tell me, who -_ 

nes 
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Enemies of the Faith are, who have 
applied thoſe Words of my Poſtſcript, 
(for to thoſe alone, by any kind of 
Conſtruction, can I make your Lord- 
ſhips Word T HEM refer) and the 
manner which they have applied them 
in, and the too juſt occaſion they have 
had ſo to apply them. For I confeſs, 
my Lord, 1 am at a loſsas to all theſe ; 
and thereby unable to obey your Lord- 
ſhips Commands, rill your Lordſhip 
does me the Favour to make me un- 
deritand all theſe Particulars better. 
But if by any new way of Conſtru- 
ction, unintelligible to me, the Word 
THEM here ſhall. be apply'd to any 
Paſſages of my Eſſay of Humane Unaer- 
fanding ; TI mult humbly crave leave 
to obſerve this one Thing , in the 
whole courſe of what your Lordſhip 
has deſigned for my Satifattion, That 
tho* myComplaint be of yourLordſhips 
manner of applyinz what 1 had publiſh'd 
in my Eſſay, ſo as to intereſt me in a 
Controverſie wherein I medled not ; 
your Lordſhip all along tells me of 
others, that have -i/applied I know not 
what Words in my Book; after I know 
not what mzauxer. Now as to this Mat- 
ter, I beſeech your Lordſhip to believe, 


That 
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That when any one, 1n ſuch a man- 
ner applies my Words contrary to 
what I intended them, ſo as to make 
them oppolite to the Doctrin of the 
Trinity, and me a Party in that Con- 
troveriie againſt the Trinity, as your 
Lordſhip knows I complain your 
Lordſhip has done, TI ſhall complain of 
them too; and conlider, as well as 
can, what Satisfaction they give me 
and others 1n it. 

Your Lordſhips next Words, are; 
For in an Age, wherein the Myſteries of 
Faith are ſo much expoſ*d, by the Pro- 
moters of Scepticiſm and Infidelity , it is a 
Thing of dangeroms Conſequence, to ſtart 
Juch new Methods of Certainty, as ar: 
apt to leave Mens Minds more doubtful 
than before ; as will ſoon appear from your 
own Conceſſtons. 

Theſe Words, contain a farther Ac- 
cuſation of my Book ; which ſhall be 
confider*d 1n its due place. What Iam 
now upon, 1s the Satifattioz your 
Lordſhip is giving me, in referenceto 
my Complaint. And as to that, what 
follows to the 46th Page, is brought 
only to ſhew that your Lordſhip had 
Reaſon to lay , That my Notions were 
carried bexond my Intentions : For , : 

thei 
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theſe Words your Lordſhip winds up 
all the following 8 or 9 Pages, viz. 


Thus far I have endeavoured, with all P- 46- 


poſſuble Brevity and Clearneſs, to lay down 
wur Senſe about this Matter. By which 
itt ſufficiently proved, that I had Rea- 
ſon to ſay, That your Notions were car- 
ried beyond your Intention. 

I beg leave to mind your Lordſhip, 
that my Complarzt was not that your 
Lordſhip ſaid, That my Notions were 
carried beyond my Intentions. T was 
not {o abſurd, as to turn what was 
Vatter of Acknowledgment, into Mat- 
ter of Complaint. And therefore, in 
ſhewing the Care you had taken of 
me for my Satisfattion, your Lord- 
ſhip needed not have been at ſo much 
Pains, in {o long a Deduction, to prove 
to me, that you had Reaſon tor ſay- 
ng what was ſo manifeſtly in my 
Favour, whether you had Reaſon 
for ſaying it or no. But my Com- 
plaint was, that the zew way of Reaſon, 
accuſed by your Lordſhip, as oppo- 
lite to the Do&trin of the Trinity, 
being in laying all Foundation of Cer- 
tainty in clear and diſlinit Ideas, your 
Lordſhip ranked me amongit the 
Gentlemen of this new way of Reaſoning, 
though 


P. 46, 


P. 47» 
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though I laid not all Foundation 
Certainty in clear and diſtintt Ideas, 
And this being my Complaint, tis for 
this that there needs a Reaſon. Your 
Lordſhip ſubjoins, 

But you ſtill ſeem concerned that | 
quote your Words ; although I declare, thy 
were uſed to other Purpoſes than you 
intended them. I doconfeſs to you, Tha 
the Reaſon of it, was, that I found you 
Notions as to Certainty, by Ideas, was the 
main Foundation which the Author « 
Chriſtianity not Myſterious went «p 
on; and that he had nothing which lock 
ed like Reaſon, if that Principle wen 
removed ; which made me ſo much en 
deavour to ſhew that it would not holi 
And jo, I ſuppoſe, the Reaſon of my men- 
tioning your Words ſo often, is no longer « 
Riaale to you. 

My Lord, he that will give him- 
felf the trouble to look into the 61ſt 
Page of my former Letter, where | 
ſpeak of your Lordſhips way of pro 
ceeding as 4 Riadle to me; or in the 
59th Page, which your Lordſhip here 
_= for ſeeming concerned at it; Wil 

nd my Complaint, in both places, as 
well as ſeveral others, was, TT hat I was 


{o every where join'd with others > 
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der the comprehenſive Words of They 
and Them, &c. though my Book 
alone wasevery where quoted, «© Thar 
* the World would be apt to think 
« I was the Perſon, who argued 
* againſt the Trinity and denied My- 
* ſteries; againſt whom your Lord- 
ſhip direCted theſe very Pages. For 
ſo I expreſs my ſelf in that very 59th 
Page , which your Lordſhip here 
—_— And as to this, your Lord- 

ps way of Writing (which is the 
Subject of my Complaint) is (for any 
thing w_ Lordſhip has in your An- 
ſwer {aid to give me Satisfattion) as 
much {till a Riddle to me asever. 

For that which your Lordſhip here 
ſays, and is the only Thing I can 
hnd your Lordſhip has faid to clear 
it, ſeems to me, to do nothing towards 


it. Your Lordſhip ſays, The Reaſon of P. 47; 


it was, that you found my Notions, as to 
Certainty by Ideas, was the main Foun« 
ation which the Author of Chriſtianity 
not Myſterious went upon, &C. 

With Submiſhon, TI thought your 
Lordſhip had fourd, That the Founada- 
ton, which the Author of Chri/tianity 
not Myſterious went upon, and for 
which he was made one of the Genrle- 

E ren 
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men of the new way of Reaſoninz, oppo- 
ſite to the Doctrin of the Trinity, was, 
That he made, or ſuppoſed, clear and 
diſtinct Ideas, neceſſary to Certainty ; 
but that is not »»y Notion as to Cer- 
tainty by Ideas, My Notion of Cer- 
tainty by Ideas, is, 'T hat Certainty con- 
ſiſts 1n rhe Perception of the Agree- 
ment or Diſagreement of Ideas, ſuch 
as we have, whether they be in all 
their Parts, perfectly clear and diſtin 
or no: Nor have I any Notions of 
Certainty more than this one. And if 
your Lordſhip had for this, called me 
a Gentleman of a new way of Reaſoning, 
or made me one of the Oppoſers of 
the Noctrin of the Trinity, I ſhould 
perhups have wondered ; but ſhould 
not at all have complained of your 
Lordſhip, for direttly queſtioning this 
or any of my Opinions : I ſhould only [| 
have examined what your Lordſhip F 
had faid to ſupport, or have deſired 
you to make out that Charge againſt 
me ; which is what I ſhall do by and 
by , when I come to examine what |, 


your Lordſhip now charges this Opi- hs. 


nion with: But I ſhall not add any F 
Complaints to my Detence. 


That F 


(5!) 
That which I complained of, was, 
7 That I was made one of the Gentlemen 
. | of the mew way of Reaſoning, without 
being guilty of what made them ſo; 
and fo was brought into a Chapter, 
wherein I thought my ſelf not con- 
cercerned ; which was managed fo, 
that my Book was all along quoted, 
and others argued againſt ; others 
were entituled ro what I faid, and I 
to what others ſaid, without know- 
why or how. [Nor am I yet, I muſt 


| if | 

own, much enlightened in the Reaſon 
_ Es. on 
| it: That was the Cauſe why I then 
©: | thought it a new way of Writing; 
4 


and that muſt be my Apology tor 
thinking ſo (till, till I Iight upon, or 
im directed to ſome Author, who has 
wer writ thus before. 

And thus I come to the end of what 
jour Lordſhip has faid, to that part 
o my Letter which your Lord(hip 
alls my Complaint ; wherein, I think, 
[have omitted nothing, which your 
Lordſhip has alledged tor the Sats/- 
- Y4#ion of others or my elf, under 
loſe two Heads, of the Occaſion of 
our Lordſhips way of Writing as 
ou did, and the Care you took not ta 
* miſ-underſtood. And if, my Lord, 
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(52) 
as to me, 1t has not poſſibly had all the 
Succeſs your Lordſhip propoſed ; I beg 
your Lordſhip to attribute it to my 
Pulneſs, or any Thing rather than an 
Unwillingneſs to be ſatisfied. 
My Lord, I fo little love Contro- 
verſie, that I never began a Diſpute 
with any Body : Nor [hat EVET CON- 
tinue it, where others begin with me, 
any longer than the appearance of 
Truth, which firſt made me write, 
obliges me not to quit it. But leaſt 
of all, would I have any Controverſie 
with your Lordſhip, if I had any 
Deſign in writing, bur the Defence of 
Truth. I do not know my own 
Weakneſs, or your Lordſhips Strength 
{o little, as to enter the Liſts with your 
Lordſhip only for a trial of Skill, or 
the vain and ridiculous hopes of Vi 
ctory. Nothing, 1 know, but Trut! 
on my f:de, can ſupport me againl 
{ogreata Man, whoſe very Name u 
Writing and Authority, in the learr 
ed World, is of Weight enough t! 
cruſh and ſink whatever Opinion | 
not that ſolid Baſis to hear it up. 
There are Men that enter into Dt 


ſputes to get a Name in Controverli, 


or tor ſome little By-ends of a Party: 
You 
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Your Lordſhip has been fo long in 
the firſt Rank of the Men of Letters, 
and, by common conſent, ſetled at the 
top of this learned Ape, that it muſt 
pals for the utmoſt Folly, not to think, 
That if your Lordſhip condeſcended fo 
far, as to meddle with any of the Opi- 
nions of ſo inconſiderable a Man as I 
am, it was with a Defgn to convince 
me of my Errors, and not to gain 
Reputation on one {o infinitely below 
your Match. ?*Tis upon this Ground, 
that I (ti]] continue to offer my Doubts 
to your Lordſhip, in thoſe Parts 
whereinT am not yet ſo happy as to be 
convinced ; and *tis with this Satif- 
faction, I return this Anſwer to your 
Lordſhip, That if I am in a Miſtake, 
your Lordſhip will certainly derect it, 
and lcad me into the Truth ; which 
I ſhall: mbrace, with the acknowledg- 
ment of the Beneht I have received 
from your Lordſhips Inſtruftions. 
And, that your Lordſhip, in the mean 
time, will have the Goodnels to al- 
low me, as becomes a Scholar, willing 
to profit by the Favour you do me , 
to ſhew your Lordſhip where I ſtick, 
and in what Points your Lord{hips 
Arguments have failed to work upon 
E 3 me, 
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me. For, as on the one ſide it would 
not become one that would learn of 
your Lordſhip, to acknowledge him- 
ſelf convinced, before he is convinced ; 
and I know your Lordſhip would 
blame me for it, if I ſhould do fo : So 
on the other. ſide, to continue to diflent 
from your Lordſhip, where you have 
done me the Honour to take Pains with 
me, without giving you my Reaſons 
for it, would, I think, be an ungrate- 
ful and unmanerly Sullcnacts. 

Your Lordſhip has had the Good- 
neſs to write ſeveral Leaves, ro give 
me Satisfaition as to the Matter of my 
Complaints, IT return your Lordſhip 
my moſt humble Thanks, tor this great 
Condeſcenſton ; which L take as a 
Pledge, that you will bear with the 
repreſentation of my 1oubts, in other 
Points, wherein I am ſo unluckiy, as 
not to be yet throughly cnligntned by 
your Lordih:n. And foT go on, to the 
remaining, parts ot vour Letter, which, 
T think, may be comyrehended under 
theſe Two, viz, Thoſe things in my 
Eſſay, which your Lordihip now 
charges, as concerned in rhe Contro- 
verſte of the Trinity ; and others, as 
faulty in themſelves, whether we _=_ 
| ide1 


Lordſhip. 
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ſider them with reſpe&t to any Do» 
ftrins of Religion, or no. 

In the cloſe of your Lord{hips Let- 
ter, after ſome other Expreſſions of 
Civility to me, for which I return 
your Lordſhip i Thanks, I find theſe 


Words: I ao aſſure you, that it is out P.133: 


of no Diſreſpett, or the leaſt Ill-will to 
you, that I have again conſidered this 
Matter ;, but becauſe I am further con« 
vinced, that as you have ſtated your No- 
tion of Ideas, it may be of dangerous 
Conſequence to that Article of Chriſtian 
Faith, which I endeavoured to defend. 
This now is a direct Charge againſt 
my Book ; and I mult own 1t a great 
Satisfaftion to me, that I ſhall now 
be no longer at a loſs, who it is your 
Lordſhip means; that I {hall ſtand by 
my ſelf, and by my felt, anfwer for 
my own Faults, and not be fo placed 
in ſuch an Aſſociation with others, 
that will hinder me from knowing 
what 15 my particular Guilt and Share 
in the Accuſation. Had your Lord- 
ſhip done me the Favour to have treat- 
ed me fo before, you had heard no- 
thing of all thoſe Complaints, which 
have been fo troubleſome to your 
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To take now a right View of this 
Matter, it is fit to conſider, the be- 

inning and progreſs of it : Your 

ordſhip had a Controverlie with the 
Unitarians ; they, in their Anſwer to 
your Lordſhips Sermons, and ellc- 
where, talk of Ideas; the Author of 
Chriſtianity not Myſterious, whether 
an Unitarian or no, your Lordſhip 
ſays not, neither do I enquire, gives 
an account of Reaſon, which, as your 
Lordſhip ſays, ſuppoſes Certainty to 
conlift qnly in clear and aft init Ideas ; 
and becauſe he expreſſes himſelf in 
ſome other Things, contormable to 
what I had ſaid in my Book, my Book 
is brought into the Controverlie, 
though there be no {uch Opinion 1n 
it, as your Lord{hip oppoſed. For 
what that was, is vlain both from 
what has been cb:erved out of the 
beginning of the Tenth Chapter of 
our Fina::ation of the Trinity, and 
the Fourteenth Page of your Letter, 
Viz, this Propolition, That Certatn- 
ty, as to Matters of Faith, is founed 
wpor clear and aiſlinet Ideas: But 
my Bcok not having that Propoſi- 
(10n 1n 1t,* hich vour Lordſhip then 
oppoſed, as overthrowinsz Myſteries of 


Faith 


{ 57) 


Faith, at that time, fell, by I know 
not what Chance and Misfortune, in- 
to the Unitarian Controverlie. 

Upon Examination, my Book be- 
ing not found Guilty of that Propo- 
ftion, which your Lordſhip, in your 
Vindication of the Dottrin of the 'Tri- 
nity, oppoſed, becauſe it overthrows the 
Myſterzes of Faith ; 1 thought it ac- 
quitted, and clear from that Contro- 
rerſie. No, it muſt not ſcape ſo: Your 
Lordſhip having again conſidered this 
Matter, has found new Matter of Ac- 
cufation, and a new Charge is brought 
againſt my Book; and what now is 
it? Even this, That as I have ſtated my 
Notion of Ideas, it may be of dangerous 
Conſequence tothat Article of the Chriſtian 
Fath, which your Lordſhip has endea- 
roured to defend. 

The Accuſation then, as it now 
ſtands, is, That my Notion of Ideas, 
may be of dangerons Conſequence, &C. 

Such an Accuſation as this, brought 
in any Court in Ezz/and, would no 
doubt be thought to ſhew a great 1n- 
clnation to have the Accuſed be ſuf- 
ray rather than any Evidence of 

ing Guilty of any Thing; and fo 
would immediately be diſmiſſed, with- 
Our 
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out hearing any Plea to it. But in 
Controverſies in Print, wherein an Ap- 
peal is made to the Judgment of Man. 
kind, the ſtrict Rules of proceeding 
in Juſtice, are not always thought ne- 
ceſſary to be obſerved ; and the Ser- 
tence of thoſe who are appealed to, be. 
ing never formally pronounced, 2 
Cauſe can never be diſmiſſed, as long 
as the Proſecutor is pleaſed to continue 
or renew his Charge. 

As to the Matter in Hand, though 
what your Lordſhip fays here againſt 
my Book, be nothing but your Ap- 
prehenſion of what -zay be; yet no 
Body will think it ftrange, or. un 
ſuitable to your Lordſhips Character 
and Statjon, to be watchful over any 
Article of the Chriſtian Faith ; eſpecial 
ly one that you have endeavoured to dt 
jend; and to warn the World of any 
thing your Lordſhip may ſuſpect to 
be of danzerons Conſequence tO 1t, as far 
as you can ſpy it. And to this give 
me leave, my Lord, to attribute thx 
Trouble your Lordſhip has been ar, to 
write again in this Matter. | 

Another Thing I muſt take notice 
of, in this your Lordſhips new Charge 
againſt my Book, That it is againl 
mj 


tf from condemning your way of Ideas, till 
I 
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my Notion of Ideas, as I have ſlated it. 
This, containing all that T have ſaid 
in my Eſſay concerning Ideas, which, 
25 your Lordſhip takes notice, is not 
2 little; your Lordſhip, I know, 
would not be thought to leave ſo ge- 
neral an Accuſation upon my Book, 
5 you could receive no Anſwer to ; 
and therefore, though your Lordſhip 
has not been pleaſed plainly to ſpecifi 
here, the Particulars in my Notion of 
Ideas, which your Lordſhip appre- 
hends to be of dangerous Conſequence, 
to that Article which your Lordſhip has 
defended ; 1 ſhall endeavour to find 
them, 1n other parts of your Letter. 

Your Lordſhips Words, in the im- 
mediately preceeding Page, run thus : 
| can eaſily bear the putting of Philoſophi- P. 132. 
cal Notions into a modern and faſhionable 
Dreſs. aio-o + =—> 

Let Men expreſs their Minds by Ideas, 
if they pleaſe; and take pleaſure in 
ſorting, and comparing, and connett- 
ing of them, 1 am not forward to 
condemn them for every Age muit 
have its new Modes; and it is wery 
well, if Truth and Reaſon be received in 
any Garb, I was therefore far enough 
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I found it made the only Ground of Cer. 
tainty, and made uſe of to overthrow the 
Myſteries of our Faith, as I told you in 
the beginning. 

Theſe Words, leading to your 
Lord{hips Accuſation, . I thought the 
likelieſt to ſhew me what it was in my 
Book, that your Lordſhip now de- 
clared againſt, as what might be of dan- 
gerous Conſequence to that Article you have 
defended ; and that ſeemed to me, to 
lie in theſe two Particulars, viz. The 
making ſo much uſe of the Word 
Ideas ; and my placing, as I do, Cer- 
tainty in Ideas, 2. e. in the Things fig- 
nified by them. And theſe Two ſeem 
here, to be the Particulars which your 
Lordſhip comprehends under my way h 
Ideas, But that I might not be lead 
into Miſtake by this Paſſage, which 
ſeemed a little more abkaasl and doubt: 
tul to me, than I could have wiſhed; 
I conſulted thoſe other Places, wherein 
your Lordſhip ſeem'd to expreſs, what 
1t was that your Lordſhip now accuſed 
in my Book, in reference to the Uni 
tarian Controverlie ; and which your 
Lordſhip apprehends, may be of dange 
rous Conſequence to that- Article. 


Ycu: 
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Your Lordſhip, in the cloſe of the 
Words above quoted, out of the 
132d Page of your Anſwer, tells 
me. You were far enough from con- 
demning my way of Ideas, till your Lord- 
(bip found it made the only Ground of 
Certainty, and made uſe f to overthrow 
the Myſteries of our Faith, as you told 
me in the beginning. 

My Lord, the way of Ideas, which 
your Lordſhip oppoſed at firſt, was 
the way of Certainty only by clear and 
diſtinet Ideas; as appears by your 
Words above-quoted, out of your 
14th Page: But that, your Lord- 


ſhip now knows, was not my way of 


Certainty by Ideas; and therefore thar, 
and all the uſe can be made of it, to 
overthrow the Myſteries of our Faith, 
be that as it will, cannot any more be 
charged on my Book, bur 1s quite 
out of Doors: And therefore what 
you ſaid in the beginning, gave me 'no 
Light into what was your Lordſhips 
preſent Accuſation, 

But Page the 23d, I found theſe 
Words: 


When new Terms are made uſe of by Þ\ 24, 


ill Men, to promote Scepticiſm and In« 
fidelity, and to overthrow the Myſteries 


of 


P. 93. 


(62) 


of our Faith, we have then Reaſon to 
enquire into them, and to examine the 
Foundation and Tendency of them. And 
this was the true and only Reaſon of my 
looking into this way of Certainty, by 
Ideas, becauſe I found it applied to ſuch 
Parpoſes. 

Here, my Lord, your Lordſhip 
ſeems to lay your Accuſation wholly 
againlt zew Terms and their Tem 
dency. | 

And, in another Place, your Lord- 
ſhip has theſe Words: 

The World hath been ſ{rangely amuſed 
with Ideas of late; and we have been 
told, that ſtrange Things might be done 
by the help of Ideas ; and yet theſe Ideas, 


at laſt, come to be only common Notions 


of Things, which we muſt make uſe of 


in our Reaſoning, Tou [1.e. the Au- 
thor of the Eſſay concerning Humane 
Underſtanding] ſay in that Chapter , 
about the Exiſtence of God, Tou thought 
it moſt proper to expreſs your ſelf, in the 
moſt uſual and familiar way, by common 
Words and Expreſſions. T would you had 
done ſo quite through your Book, for 
then you had never given that occaſion, 
to the Enemies of our Faith, to take up 
your new way of Ideas, as an effettual 


Battery 
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Battery (as they imagind) againſt the 
Myſteries ' of the Chriſtian Faith. But 
you might have enjoyed the Satisfattion of 
jour Igeas long enough, before I had taken 
notice of them, unleſs I had found them 
imployed about doing Miſchief. 

By which Places tis plain, That that 
which yourLordſhip apprehends in my 
Book, may be of dangerous Conſequence 
to the Article which your Lordſhip has 
endeavoured to defend, is my introduce- 
ing ew Terms ; and that which your 
Lordſhip inſtances in, is that of Ideas. 
And the Reaſon your Lordſhip gives, 
in every of theſe places, why your 
Lordſhip has ſuch an apprehenſion 
of Ideas, as that they may be of daxge- 
rous Conſequence to that Article of Faith, 
which your Lordſhip has endeavoured to 
aefend, 1s, becauſe they have beer ap- 
plied to ſuch Parpoſes, And I might 
(your Lordſhip ſays) have enjozed the 
Satisfatt ion of my Ideas long enough, be- 
fore you had take notice of them, unleſs 
your Lordſhip had found them imployed 
i doing Miſchief... Which, at laſt, 
I humbly conceive, amounts to thus 
much, and nomore, viz. T hat your 
Lordſhip fears Ideas, 7.e. the Term Ieas, 
may, ſometime or other, prove of very 
Ale 
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dangerous Conſequence, to what your 
Lord{hip has endeavoured to dejend, 
becauſe they have been made ule of in 
arguing againit it. For, I an ſure 
your Lordihip does not mean, Tt 
you apprehended che Things, fignined 
by Ideas, may be of dangerous Conſe. 

wence to the Article of Faith your Lord. 
ſhip endeavours to defend, becauſe they 
have been made uſe of againſt it : For 
(beſides that your Lord{hip mention; 
Terms) that would be to expect that 
thoſe who oppoſe that Article, ſhoull 
oppoſe it without any Thoughts ; for 
the Thing ſignified by Ideas, is n6- 
thing but the immediate Objects of our 
Minds in Thinking : So that unlel 
any one can oppole the Article you 
Loraſhip defends, without thinking on 
ſomething, he muſt uſe the Thing 
ſignified by Ideas : For he that thinks, 
muſt have ſome immediate ObjeCt 
his Mind in Thinking, 7. e. muſt hav: 
Ideas. 

But whether it be the Name or th 
Thing ; Ideas in Seund, or Ideas u 
Signification, that your Lordſhip ap 
prehends may be of dangerous Conſequent 
ro that Article of Faith, which you 

Lark 
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Lordſhip endeavours to defend ; it ſeems 
to me, I will not fay a new way 
of Reaſoning (for that belongs to me) 
but were it not your Lordſhips, I 
ſhould think it a very extraordinary 
way of Reaſoning, to write againſt a 
Book, wherein your Lordſhip acknow- 
ledges they are not uſed to ba1 Pur- 
poles, nor employ*'d to do Milchief; 
only becauſe that you find that Iaeas, 
are by thoſe who oppoſe your Lord- 
ſhip, imployd to do Miſchief, and fo 
apprehend, they may be of dangerous Con- 
ſequence to the Article your Lordſhip 
has engaged in the Defence of. For 
whether Ideas as Terms, or Ideas as 
the immediate Objects of the Mind 
lignified by thoſe Terms, may be, in your 
Lordſhips Apprehenſion, of dangerous 
Conſequence to that Article ;, 1 do.not ſee 
how your Lordſhips writingagainſtthe 
Notion of Ineas, as tated in my Book, 
will at all hinder your Oppolers from 
imploying them in doing Miſchief as betore. 
However, be that as it will, fo it 
15, That your Lordſhip apprehends 
theſe xew Terms, theſe Idexs, with which 
the World hath, of late, been ſo ſtrangely 
amuzed, (though at lait they come to be 
only common Nations of Things, as your 
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Lordſhip owns) may be of dangerou 
Conſequence to that Article. 

My Lord, if any, in their Azſwer 
to your Lord{hips Sermons, and in 
their other Pamphlets, wherein your 
Lordſhip complains they have talk'd 
ſo much of 1deas, have been trouble- 
ſome to your Lordſhip with that 
Term, it is not {trange that your Lord- 
ſhip ſhould be tired with that Sound : 
But how natural ſoever it be to our 
weak Conſtitutions, to be offended 
with any Sound, wherewith an 1mpor- 
tunate Din hath been made about our 
Ears; yet, my Lord, I know your 
Lordſhip has a better Opinion of the 
Articles of our Faith, than to think 
any of them can be over-turned, or 
ſo much as ſhaken with a Breath, 
formed into any Sound or Term what- 
ſoever. 

Namesare but the Arbitrary Marks 
of Conceptions ; and fo they be ſuff- 
ciently appropriated to them 1n their 
uſe, I know no other difference any 
of them have in particular, but as they 
are of caſy or difficult Pronunciation, 
and of a more or leſs pleaſant Sound; 
and what particular Antipathics there 
may bein Men, to ſome of them pes 

that 


— 


(67) 


that Account, 1s not eaſy to be fore- 
ſeen. 'This TI am ſure, no Term what- 
"er | foever in 1t Self bears, one more than 
in } another, any oppoſition to Truth of 
ur } any kind ; they are only Propoſitions 
Kd Þf that do, or can, oppoſe the Truth of 
le- any Article or Doctrin : And thus no 
at } Term is priviledg'd from being ſet in 
rc- oppoſition to Truth. 
d: | There is no Word to be found, % 
ur } which may not be brought into a Pro- F 
ed | poſition, wherein the moſt ſacred and a 
or- | moſt evident Truths may be oppoſed ; In 
Dur Ff but that is not a Fault in the Term, bur x 
Dur } him that uſes it. And therefore I f 
the F cannot eaſily perſuade my ſelf (what- 
ever your Lordſhip hath faid in the 
| T1 F Heat of your Concern) that you have 
th, F heftowed ſo much Pains upon my 
"at- } Book, becauſe the Word 1azea is {0 
much uſed there. For though upon 
m | "Y ſaying, in my Chapter about rhe 
"m" | Exiſtence of God, Thar © I ſcarce 
It $* uſed the Word /dea in that whole 
* Chapter; your Lordſhip withes, 
That I had done ſo quite through my Pp, g2« 
Book, Yet, I muſt rather look upon 
that as a Compliment to me, wherein 
__ oy Lordſhip wiſhed, That my Book 

ad been all through ſuited to vulgar 
that F 2 Rea- 
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Readers, not uſed to that and the like 
1erms , than that your Lordſhip has 
{uch an apprehenſion of the Word 
Idea; or that there is any ſuch Harm 
in the uſe of it, inſtead of the Word 
Notion ( with which your Lordſhip 
{ecms to take 1t to agree in Signthica- 
tion) that your Lord{hip would think 
it worth your while to {ſpend any part 
of your valuable Time and Thoughts 
about my Book, for having the Word 
Izea {o often in it : For this would he 
to make your Lordſhip to write only 
againſt an Impropriety of Speech, 
I own to your Lordſhip, it 1s 1 
great Condelcenſion in your Lordſhip 
to have done it, if that Word have 
ſuch a ſhare in what your Lord{hip 
has writ againſt my Book, as ſome 
Expreſſions would perſuade one ; and 
1 would, for the Satisfaction of your 
Lordſhip, change the Term of 1dea for 
a better, if your Lordſhip, or any on, 
could help me to it. For that Notion 
will not {o well ſtand for every imme 
diate Object of the Mind in Think 
ing, as Idea does, I have (as I gueb) 
ſomewhere given a Reaſon in m) 
Book, by ſhewing that the Term 6 
{101 15 more peculiarly appropriated to 
a Ce 
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2 certain ſort of thoſe Objets, which 
I call mixed Modes: And, I think, it 
would not ſound alto -ether ſo well, 
to ſay N the Notion 0 Red, and the 
Notion of a Horſe; as the Idea of Red, 
and the Idea of a Horſe, But if any 
one thinks it will, I contend not ; for 
I have no Fondneſs for, nor Antipa- 
thy to any particular Articular 
Sounds : Nor do I think there is any 
Spell or Faſcination, in any of 
them. 

But be the Word Idea proper or 
improper, I do not fee how it is the 
better or the worſe, becauſe i// Mex 
have made uſe of it, or becauſe it has 
been made uſe of to b24 Purpoſes ; for 
if that be a Reaſon to condemn, or 
lay 1 ic by, we mult lay by the Terms 
of Scripture, Reaſoa, Perception, di- 


ſtinft, clear, $c. nay, the Name of 


God himſelf will not ſcape; for I do 
not think any one of theſe, or any 
other Term, can be produced, which 
has not been made uſc of by ſuch Men, 
and to ſuch Purpoſes. And theretore, if 
the Unitarians, i# their late Pamphiets s, 
have talked very much af, ani ſtr inoely 
amuzed the IWorld, with Ideas; 1 can- 
not belteyve your Lordſhip will think 
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that Word one jot the worſe, or the 
more dangerous, becauſe they ule it; 
any more than, for their uſe of them, 
you will think Reaſoz or Scripture, 
Terms ill or dangerous. And there 
fore what your Lordſhip ſays, 1n the 
bottom of this 92d Page, Ihat! 
mizht have enjojed the ſatufatt ion of m) 
Ideas lonzs enough , before your Loraſhy 
had taken Notice of them, unleſs you had 
foand them imployed in doins M:ſchief 
will, I preſume, when your Lordſhip 
has conſider'd again of this Matter, 
prevail with your Lordſhip, to let me 
enjoy {till the Satisfattion I take in my 
Taeas, 4.e. as much Satisfaction as 
can take in {o {mall a Matter, as 1s the 
uſing of a proper Term , notwith- 
itanding it ſp2uld be employd, by others, 
in aoins Miſchief. 

For, my Lord, if I ſhould leave it 
wholly out of my Book, and fubſt:- 
tute the Word Notion every where 1n 
the room of it; andevery Body elfedo 
lo too (though your Lordſhip hes not, 
I ſuppole, ſuſpect, that I have the Vani- 
ty to think they would tollow my Ex- 
ample) my Book would, it ſeems, be 
the morc to your Lordſhips liking : But 
I do not ſes how this would one Tot 
abate 


Eye 


abate the Miſchief, your Lordſhip 
complains of For the Unitarians 
might as much employ Notions, as they 
do now 1deas , to do Miſchief ; unleſs 
they are ſuch Fools as to think, they 
can Conjure with this notable Word 
Idea; and that the force of what they 
fay lies in the Sound, and not the Sig- 
nification of their Terms, 

This, I am ſure, That the Truths 
of the Chriſtian Religion, can be no 
more batter?d by one Word than ano- 
ther; nor can they be beaten down 
nor endangered, by any Sound what- 
ſoever. And I am apt to flatter my 
ſelf, that your Lordſhip is fatishied that 
there is no Harm in the Word Jaeas, 
becauſe you ſay you ſhould not have 
taken any Notice of my 1aeas, it the 
Enemies of our Faith had not taken up my 
new way of Ideas, as an effettual Battery 
againſt the Myſteries of the Chriſt ian 
Faith, In which place, by new way of 
Iaeas, nothing, I think, can be con- 
ſtrued to be meant, but my expreſſing 
my ſelf by that of Ideas ; and not by 
other more common Words, and of 
ancienter ſtanding in the Engliſh 
Language. 
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My new way by Ideas, or my way hy 
Ideas, which often occurs in your 
Lordſhips Letter, is, I confeſs, a very 
large and doubtful Expreſſion ; and 
may, in the full Latitude, comprehend 
my whole Eſſay ; becaule treating in it 
of the Underſtanding, which is nothing 
but the Faculty of Thinking, I could 
not well treat of that Faculty of the 
Mind, which conliſts in Thinking, 
without conſidering the 1mmediate 
Objetts of the Mind in Thinking, 
which I call Ideas : And therefore in 
treating of the Underltanding, I gueſs 
it will not be thought ſtrange, that 
the greateſt part of my Book has been 
taken up, in conlidering what theſe 
Objects of the Mind, in Thinking, 
are; whence they come ; what ule the 
Mind makes of :hem, - in 1ts ſeveral 
ways of Thinking; and what are the 
outward Marks, whereby it ſ1gnihes 
them to others, or records them tor its 
own uſe. And tl1.s,in ſhort,is »2y way by 
Ideas, that which your Lordſhip calls 
my new way by Izexs : Which, my Lord, 
if it be zew, 1t is but a new Hiltory of 
an old Thing. For I think it will not 
be doubted, thar Men always per- 
torm'd the Actions of Thinking, Rea- 
{oning, 
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ſoning, Believing and Knowing, uſt 
after the ſame manner that they do 
now : "Though whether the ſame Ac- 
count has heretofore been given of the 
way how they performed theſe Acti- 
ons, or wherein they conlilted, I do 
not know. Were I as well read as 
vour Lordſhip, I ſhould have been 


lafe from that gentie Reprimand of þ g, 


your Lordſhips, for thinking my way of 
Ideas N EW, for want of looking into 
other Mens Thoughts, which appear in their 
Books. 

Your Lordſhips Words, as an Ac- 
knowledgment of your Inſtructions in 
the Caſe; and as a Warning to others, 
who will be {o bold Adventurers as to 
ſpin any Thing barely out of their ona 
Thoughts ; 1 ſhall ſet down, at large : 


And they run thus. IWWhether you took P. $0. 


this way of Ideas from the modern Philo- 
Jopher, ment ionea by Jou, 1s not at all ma- 
terial ; but I intended no Refleftion upon 
you ia it, (for that you mean by my com- 
menaing you" as 4 Scholar of ſo great a 
Maſter ) I never meant to take from you, 
the Honour of your own Inventions: And 
I do believe you, when you ſay, That 
you wrote from your own Thoughts, 
and the- Ideas you had there. But 

many 
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many Things may ſeem New to one, that 
converſes only with his own Thoughts, 
which really are not ſo; as he may find 
when he looks into the Thoughts of other 
Men, which appear in their Books, And 
therefore, although I have a juſt Eſteem 
for the Invention of ſuch, who can ſpin 
Volumes barely out of their own Thoughts, 
yet I am apt to think, they would oblige the 
World more, F after they have thought 
fo much themſelves, they would examine 
what Thoughts others have had befor: 
them, concerning the ſame Things ; that 
fo, thoſe may not be thought their own In- 
ventions, which are common to themſelve 
and others. If a Man ſhould try all the 
Magnetical Experiments himſelf, and 
publiſh them as his own Thoughts , he 
might take himſelf to be the Inventor f 
them : But he that examines and compares 
them with what Gibbert, and others have 
done before him, will no: diminiſh the 
Praiſe of his Diligence, but may wiſh he 
had compared his Thoughts with other 
Mens ; by which the World would receive 
greater Advantaze, altho* he loſt the He 
nonr of being an Original, 

To alleviate my Fault herein ; 1 
agree With your Lordſhip, That ay 
Things mcy ſeem N EW, to one thit 
C0: 
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converſes only with his own Thoughts , 
which really are not ſo: But T muſt 
crave leave to ſuggeſt to your Lord- 
ſhip, That if in the ſpinning of them 
out of his own Thoughts, they ſeems 
ew to him, he is certainly the Inven- 
tor of them; and they may as juftly 
be thought his own Invention, as any 
ones; and he is as certainly the 7z- 
ventor of them, as any one who 
thought on them before him : The di- 
ſtinction of Invention, or not Inven- 
tion, lying not in thinking firſt, or 
not firſt, but in borrowing, or not 
borrowing, your Thoughts trom ano- 
ther: And he to whom, ſpinning 
them out of his own Thoughts, they 
ſeem new, could not certainly borrow 
them from another. So he truly in- 
vented Printing in Exrope, who, with- 
out any Communication with the 
Chineſes, ſpun it out of his own 
Thoughts; though it were never fo 
true, that the Chineſes had the uſe of 
Printing, nay, of Printing in the very 
ſame way, among them, many Ages 
before him. So that he that ſpins any 
thing out of his own Thoughts, that 
ſeems new to him, cannot ceaſe ro think 
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it his own Invention, ſhould he ex 
mine never fo far what Thoughts others 
have had before him, concerning the ſame 
Thing ; and ſhould find, by exami- 
ning, that they had the ſame T houghts 
t00. 

But what great Obligation this would 
be to the Worla, or weighty Caule of 
turning over and looking into Books, I 
confeſs I do not ſee. The great End 
to me, in converling with my own or 
other Mens Thoughts, in Matters of 
Speculation, 15 to find Truth, without 
being much concerned whether my 
own ſpinning of it out of mine, or 
their ſpinning of it out of their own 
'Thought+, helps me to it. And how 
little I affect the Honour of ar Orig inal, 
may be ſcen in that place of my Book, 
where, it any where, that Itch of 
Vain-glory was likelie{t to have ſhewn 
it ſelf ; had I been fo over-run with it, 
as to nced a Cure. It is where I ſpeak 
of Certainty, 1n theſe following 
Words, taken notice of by your Lord- 
ſhip, in another place : © TI think I 
* have ſhewn wherein it is that Cer- 
« tainty, real Certainty, conliſts ; 
* which, whatever 1t was to others, 
« was, I confeſs, to me heretofore, 
&* one 
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« one of thoſe deſiderata, which I found 
« great want of. 
Here, my Lord, however New this 


ſeewd to me, and the more ſo becauſe 


poſſibly I had in vain hunted for it in 
the Books of others ; yet, I ſpoke of it 
as New, only to my ſelf; leavin 
others, 1n the undiſturb*d poſſeſſion of 
what either by Invention, or Reading, 
was theirs before ; without aſſuming 
to my {elf any other Honour, but that 
of my ov/n Ignorance, till that time, 
if others before had ſhewn wherein 
Certainty lay. And yet, my Lord, 
if I had upon this occaſion, been for- 
ward to aſſume to my ſelf the Honour 
of an Original, I think I had been 
pretty fafe in it ; ſince I ſhould have 
had your Lordſhip for my Guarantee 
and /77zaicator 1n that Point, who are 
pleaſed to call it New ; and, as ſuch, 
to write againſt it. 

And truly, my Lord, in this re- 
ſpect, my Book has had very un- 
lucky Stars, fince it hath had. the 
Misfortune to diſpleaſe your Lordſhip, 
with many "Things in it, for their No- 


velty ; as New way of Reaſoning ; New Vindic. 


Hypotheſis about Reaſon; New ſort of 
Certainty ; New Terms; New way of 
Iateas ; p. 23, $3, 
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Ideas; New Method of Certataty, &c. 
And yet 1n other Places your Lordſhip 
ſeems to think, it worthy in me of 
your Lordſhips Reflection, for fſay- 
18g, but what others have ſaid be- 
fore. As where I fay, © In the dif 
« ferent make of Mens 'Tempers and 
&* application of their Thoughts, ſome 
** Arguments prevail more on one, 
« and ſome on another, for the Con- 
« firmation of the ſame Truth. Your 
Lordſhip asks, What is this different 
from what all Men of Under ſt anding have 
ſaid? Agen, I take it, your Lord{hip 
meant not theſe Words for a Com- 
mendation of my Book, where you 
ſay ; But if no more be meant by © the 
« Simple Ideas that come in by Sen- 
« ſation or Reflection, and their be- 
& ing the Foundation of our Know- 
&« ledge; But that our Notions of Things 
come in, either from our Senſes, or the 
Exerciſe of our Minds: As there is no- 
thing extraordinary in the "Diſcovery , 


ſo your Lordſhip is far enough from op- 
poſing that, wherein you think all Man- 


kind are agreed. 


And — ; But what need all thi 


great noiſe about Ideas and Certainty, 


true and real Certainty by Ideas; if, af- 
jor 
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ter all, it comes only to this, That our 
Ideas only _ to us ſuch Things, 
rom whence we bring Arguments to prove 


the Truth of Things ? 


And, The World hath been ſtrangly P.g3 


amuzed with Ideas of late ; and we have 
been told, That ſtrange Things might 
be done by the help of Ideas ; and. yet the e 
Ideas, at laſt, come to be only common 
Notions of Things, which we muſt make 
uſe of in our Reaſoning. And to the 
lke Purpoſe, in other Places. 
Whether, therefore, at laſt, your 
Lordſhip will reſolve, "That it is New 
or no; or more faulty by its being 
New, muſt be left ro your Lordſhip. 
This I find by it, That my Book can- 
not avoid being condemned on the one 
ide, or the other ; nor do I ſee a poſ- 
lbility to help it. It there be 
Readers that like only New Thoughts ; 
or, on the other fide, others that can 
bear nothing but what can be juſtihed 
by received Authorities in Print, I muſt 
deſire them to make themſelves amends 
nthat part which they like, for thedif- 
pleaſure they receive in the other : But 
if many ſhould be ſo exaQt as to find 
Faults with both, truly I know not 
well 
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well what to ſay to them. The Caſe 
is a plain Caſe, the Book is all over 
naught and there 1s not aSentence in it, 
that 15 not, either for its Antiquity or 
Novelty, to be condemned; and { 
there is a ſhort end of it. From your 
Lordſhip indeed 1in particular, I can 
hope tor ſomething better ; for your 
Lordſhip thinks the gexeral deſign of 
it ſo good, that that, 1 flatter my Self 
would prevail on your Lordſhip, to 
preſerve it from the Fire. 

But as to the way your Lordſhip 
thinks, I ſhould have taken to prevent 
the 'havins it thought my Invention, 
when it was common to me with others; 
it unluckily fo tell out, in the Subjett 
of my Eſſay of Humane Unaerſtandin, 
that I could not look into the Thoughts 
of other Men to inform my ſelf, For 
my Lclign being, as well as I could, to 
copy Nature, and to give an account 
of the Operations of the Mind in 
Thinking, I could look into no Bo 
dies Underſtanding but my own, to 
ſce how 1t wrought; nor have 2: 
Proſpect into other Mens Minds to 
view their I houghts there, and obſerve 
what Steps and Motions they took, 
and by what Gradations they proceed 
el 
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ed in their acquainting themſelves 
with Truth, and their advance to 
Knowledge. What we find of their 
Thoughts in Books, is but the reſult of 
this, and not the progreſs and work- 
ing of their Minds, in coming to the 
Opinions or Concluſions they ſer down 
and publiſhed. 

All therefore, that I can fay of my 
Book, is, That it is a Copy of my 
own Mind, in its ſeveral ways of 
Operation. And all that I can fay 
tor the publiſhing of it, is, That I 
think the inteleStual Faculties are 
made, and operate alike in molt Men; 
and that ſome, that I ſhewed it to be- 
fore I publiſhed it, liked ir ſo well, 
that I was confirmed 1n that Opinion. 
And therefore, if it ſhould happen, 


that it ſhould not be {o, bur that ſome 


Men ſhould have ways of Thinking, 
Reaſoning, or arriving at Certainty, 
different trom others, and above thoſe 
that I fnd my Mind to uſeand acquieſce 
in, I do not ſee of what uſe my Book 
can be to them. I can only make it 
my humble Requeſt, in my own 
Name, and in the Name of thoſe that 
are of my Size, who find their Minds 
Work, Reaſon, and Know in the ſame 
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low way that mine does, That thoſe 
Men of a more happy Genius, would 
ſhow us the way of their nobler 
Flights; and particularly would diſco- 
ver to us their ſhorter or ſurer way to 
Certainty, than by Ideas, and the ob- 
ſerving their Agreement or Diſagree 
ment. 

In the mean time, I muſt acknow- 
ledge, That if I had been guilty of at- 
fetting to be thought an Original, a 
Correction could not have come from 
any Body fo diſintereſſed in the Caſe, 
as your Lordſhip; ſince your Lordſhip 
ſo much declines being thought an Or:- 
ginal, tor writing ina way, wherein it 
1s hard to avoid thinking that you are 
the firſt,till ſome other can be produced 
that writ ſo before You. 

But to return to your Lordſhips pre- 
{ent Charge againſt my Book. In the 
33th Page of your Lordſhips Anſwer, 
ftind thete Words: Iz an Aze, wherein 
the Myſteries of Faith are jo much ex- 
poſed, by the Promoters of Scepticiſm ans 
Infidelity ; it is a Thing of dangerous Con- 
ſequence, to ſtart ſuch new Methods of 
Certainty, as are apt to leave Mens 
Minas more doubtful than before. | 

By which Paſſage, and ſome ___ 
10Ns 
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ſions that ſeem to look that way, in the 
Places above quoted ; I take it for 
granted , that another Particular, in 
my Book, which your Lordſhip ſuſ- 
pects may be of dangerous Conſequence 
to that Article of Faith, mhich your 
Lordſhip has endeavoured to defend, is 
my placing of Certainty as I do, in 
the Preception of the Agreement or 
Diſagreement of our Ideas. 

Though I cannot conceive how any 
Term, zew or old ; 1dea, or not Idea, 
can have any Oppoſition or Danger in 
it, to any Article of Faith, or any 
Truth whatſoever ; yet I ealily grant, 
That Propoſitions are capable of being 
oppoſite to Propoſitions, and may be 
{uch, as if granted, may overthrow Ar- 
ticles of Faith, or any other Truth 
they are oppoſite to. But your Lord- 
ſhip not having, as I remember, 
ſhewn, or gone about to ſhew, how 
this Propoſition, viz. That Certainty 
conſiſts in the Perception of the Agree- 
ment or Diſagreement of two Ideas, 
is oppolite or inconliitent with hat 
Article of Faith, which your Lordſhip 
has endeavoured to defend : *Tis plain, 
tis but your Lordſhips Fear, that it 
may be of dangerous Conſequence to tt ; 

G 2 which, 


( 34 ) 
which, as I humbly conceive, is no 
Proof that it 15 any way inconſiſtent 
to that Article. 

No Body, I think, can blame your 
Lordſhip, or any one elſe, for being 
concerned for any Article of the Chri- 
{tian Faith : But if that Concern (as 
it may, and as we know it has done) 
make any one apprehend Danger, 
where no Danger 1s ; are we, there- 
fore, to give up and condemn an 
Propoſition, becauſe any one, r wn 
of the firſt Rank and Magnitude, 
fears it may be of danzerous Conſequence 
to any Truth of Religion, without 
ſhewing that it is ſo? If ſuch Fears 
be the Meaſures whereby to judge 
of Truth and Falſhood, the affirm- 
ing that there are Antipodes would 
be ſtill a Hereſie; and the Dottrin 
of the Motion of the Earth, muſt be 
rejected, as overthrowing the Truth 
of the Scripture: For of that dange- 
rous Conſequence it has been appre- 
hended to be, by many learned and 
pious Divines, out of their great Con- 
cern for Religion. And yet, not- 
withitanding thoſe great Apprehen- 
ſ10ns of what dangerous Conſequence it 
might be, it is now univerſally received 


by 
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by Learned Men, as an undoubted 
Truth ; and writ for by ſome, whoſe 
Belief of the Scriptures is not at all 
queſtioned ; and particularly, very 
lately, by a Divine of the Church of 
England, with great Strength of Rea- 
ſon, in his wonderfully ingenious New 
Theory of the Earth. 

The Reaſon your Lordſhip gives 
of your Fears, TT hat zt may be of ſuch 
dangerous Conſequence to that Article of 
Faith, which your Lordſhip endeavours 
to defend, though it occur in more 
Places than one, is only this, vzz. 
That it is made wſe of by ill Men to do 
Miſchief, i. e. to oppoſe that Article 
of Faith, which your Lordſhip has 
endeavoured to defend. But, my 
Lord, if it be a Reaſon to lay by an 
Thing, as bad, becauſe it is, or ma 
be uſed to an 11 Purpoſe, I know not 
what will be innocent enough to be 
kept. Arms, which were made for 
our Defence, are ſometimes made uſe 
of to do Miſchief ; and yet they are 
not thought of daxgerous Conſequence 
for all that, No Body lays by his 
Sword and Piſtols, or thinks them of 
ſuch dangerous Conſequence as to be neg- 
lected, or thrown away, becauſe 
G 3 Rob- 
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Robbers, and the worſt of Men , 


ſometimes make uſe of them, to take 
away honeſt Mens Lives or Goods. 
And the Reaſon is, becauie they were 
deſigned, and will ſerve to preſerve 
them. And who knows but this may 
be the preſent Caſe ? If your Lordſhip 
thinks, that placing of Certainty 1n the 
Perception of the Agreement or Dif- 
agreement of Ideas, be to be rejected 
as falſe, becauſe you apprehend it 
may be of dangerous Conſequence to that 
Article of Faith, on the other fide, 
perhaps others, with me, may think 
it a Defence againſt Error, and fo 


(as being of good ule) to be received - 


and adhered to. 

I would not, my Lord, be here- 
by thought to ſet up my own, or any 
ones Judgmenr a9gainlt your Lord- 
ſhips: But I hav- faid this only to 
ſhew, while the Argument lies for or 
againit the Truth of any Propoſition, 
barely in an Imaginat:on, that zt may 
be of Conſequence to tlie ſupporting 
or overthrowing of any remote Truth; 
it will be 1mpoſlible, that way, to 
determine of the "Truth or Falſhood 
of that Propofition. For Imaginatt- 
on will be ſet up agaiuſt Imagination, 


and 
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and the ſtronger probably will be 
againſt your Lordſhip ; the ſtrongeſt 
Imaginations being uſually in the 
weakeſt Heads. The only way, in 
this Caſe, to put it paſt Doubt, is to 
ſhew the Inconſiſtency of the two 
Propoſitions ; and then it will be ſeen, 
that one overthrows the other ; the 
true the falſe one. 

Your Lordſhip ſays indeed, This 
is a New Method of Certainty. IT will 
not fay ſo my ſelf, for tear of de- 
ſerving a ſceond Reproof from your 
Lordſhip, for being too forward to 
aſſume to my ſelf the Honour of being 
an Original. But this, I think, gives 
me occaſion, and will excuſe me from 
being thought Impertinent, if I ask 
your Lordſhip, Whether there be 
any Other or older Method of Certainty? 
and what it 1s? For if there be no 
other, nor older than this, either 
this was always the Method of Certain- 
ty, and fo mine is no NVewone; or elſe 
the World is obliged to me for this 
New one, after having been ſo long 
in the want of ſo neceifary a Thing, 
as a Method of Certainty. If there be 
an older , I am ſure your Lordſhip 
cannot but know it ; your condemn- 
G 4 ing 
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ing mine as New, as well as your 
through Inſight into Antiquity, can- 
not bur fatisfie every Body that you 
do. And therefore to {et the World 
right, in a Thing of that great Con- 
cernment , and to overthrow mine, 
and thereby prevent the dangerous Con- 
ſequence there 1s in my having un- 
ſeaſonably /arted it, will not, I hum- 
bly conceive, misbecome your Lord- 
ſhips Care of that Article you have en- 
deavoured to defend, nor the good 
Will you bear to Truth in general, 
For I will be anſwerable for my {elf, 
that I ſhall: And I think I may be 
for all others, that they all will, give 
oft the placing of Certainty in the Per- 
ception of the Agreement or Difa- 
greement of Ideas, if your Lordſhip 
will be pleaſed to ſhew, that it lies 
in any Thing elle. 

But truly, not to aſcribe to my ſelf 
an Invention, of what has bcen as old 
as Knowledge 1s 1n the World, I mult 
own, I am not guilty of what your 
Lordſhip is plealed to call Starting 
new Methods of Certainty. Knowledge, 
ever ſince there has been any in the 
World, has conſiſted in one particu- 
lar Ation of the Mind; and fo, 1 
| __ 
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conceive, will continue to do to the 
endofit: And to Start mew Methods 
of Knowledge or Certainty, (for they 
are to me the {ame thing) 2z.e. to find 
out and propoſe new Methods of at- 
taining Knowledge, either with more 
Eaſe and Quickneſs , or in Things 
yet unknown, is what I think no 
Body could blame: But this is not 
that which your Lordſhip here means, 
' by New Methods of Certainty. Your 
Lordſhip, I think, means by it, the 
placing of Certainty in ſomething , 
wherein either it does not conſiſt, or 
elſe wherein it was not placed be- 
fore now; if this be to be called a 
New Method of Certainty. As to the 
latter of theſe, I ſhall know whether 
I am guilty or no, when your Lord- 
ſhip will do me the Favour to tell 
me , Wherein it was placed before : 
Which your Lordſhip knows I pro- 
feſſed my ſelf ignorant of, when 1 
writ my Book, and ſo am ſtill. But 
if Starting of new Methods of Certainty, 
be the + & Aa of Certainty in ſome- 
thing wherein it does not conſiſt ; 
whether I have done that or no, I 
muſt appeal to the Experience of Man- 
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There are ſeveral Attions of Meng 

Minds, that they are conſcious to 
themſelves of performing, as Willing, 
Believing, Kpowing, &c. which they 
have ſo particulara Senſe of, that they 
can diſtinguiſh them one from ano. 
ther ; or elſe they could not fay when 
they Willed, when they Believed, and 
when they Kew any Thing. But 
though rheſe Actions were different 
- enough from one another, not to be 
confounded by thoſe who ſpoke of 
them, yet no Body, that I had met 
with, had, in their Writings, parti- 
cularly fer down wherein the ACt of 
Knowinz preciſcly confiſted. 

To this Reflection, upon the ACti- 
ons of my own Mind, the Subject 
of my Eſſay concerning Humane Un- 
der ſtanding naturally led me ; where- 
in, if I have done any Thing New, 
it has been to deſcribe to others, more 
particularly than had been done be- 
fore, what it is their Minds do, 
when they perform that Action which 
they call Kpowizg ; and if, upon Ex- 
amination, they obſerve, I have gi- 
ven a true Account of that Action of 
their Minds in all the parts of it ; I 
ſuppoſe it will be in vain to difpute 
againlt 
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againſt what they find and feel in 
themſelves. And if T have not told 
them right, and exaQtly what they 
find and feel in themſelves, when 
their Minds perform the Att of Know- 
ing, What I have ſaid will be all in 
vain; Men will not be perſuaded 
againſt their Senſes. Knowledge is an 
Internal Perception of their Minds ; 
and if, when they reflect on it, they 
find it 1s not what TI have ſaid it 1s, 
my groundleſs Conceit will not be 
hearken*d to, but be exploded by eve- 
ry Body, and die of it ſelf : And no 
Body need to be at any Pains to 
drive it out of the World. So im- 
poſſible is it to find out, or Start 
vew Methods of Certainty, or to have 
them received, if any one places it 
In any Thing but in that wherein it 
realy conſiſts : Much leſscan any one 
be in danger to be miſled into Error, 
by any ſuch zew, and to every one 
viſibly ſenfleſs Project. Can it be 
ſuppoſed, That any one could Start 
« new Method of Seeing, and perſuade 
Men thereby, that they do not fee 
what they do fee ? Is it to be fear'd, 
That any one can caſt fuch a Miſt 
over their Eyes, that they ſhould not 
| know 
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know when they ſee, and fo be led 
out of their Way by it ? 
Knowledge I find in my ſelf; and, 
I conceive in others, conſiſts in the 
Perception of the Agreement or Dif- 
azreement of the immediate Objects of 
the Mind in Thinking,which I call Ide. 
4s : But whether it does fo in othersor 
no, muſt be determin'd by their own 
Experience, reflecting upon the ACtion 
of their Mind in Knowing ; for that 
T cannot alter, nor I think they them- 
ſelves. But whether they will call 
thoſe immediate Objects of their 
Minds, in thinking Ideas or no, is 
perfectly in their own Choice, If 
they diſlike that Name, they may 
call them Notions or Conceptions, Or 
how they pleaſe; it matters not, if 
they uſe them ſo as to avoid Obſcu- 
rity and Confuſion. It they are con- 
{tantly uſed in the ſame and a known 
Senſe, every one has rhe liberty to 
pleaſe himſelf in his Terms, there lies 
neither Truth, nor Error, nor Science, 
in that ; though thoſe that take them 
for Things, and not for what they 
are, bare arbitrary Signs of our Iaeas, 
make a great deal of Do often about 
them; as it ſome great Matter lay 
il 
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in the uſe of this or that Sound. 
All that I know or can imagine of 
difference, about them, is, That thoſe 
Words are always beſt, whoſe Signi« 
fications are beſt known in the Senſe 
they are uſed ; and fo are leaſt apt to 
breed Confuſion. 

My Lord, _ Lordſhip has been 
pleaſed to find Fault with my uſe of 
the new Term Ideas, without telling 
mea better Name for the immediate 
Objects of the Mind in "Thinking. 
Your Lordſhip has alſo been pleaſed 
to find Fault with my Definition of 
Knowledge, without doing me the 
Favour to give me a better. For it 
s only about my Definition of Know- 
ledge, that all this Stir, concerning 
Certarnty , 15 made, For with me, 
to know and be certain, 1s the ſame 
thing ; what I know, that I am cer- 
tain of ; and what I am certain of, 
that I know. What reaches to Know- 
ledge, I think may be called Certain- 
ty; and what comes ſhort of Certain- 
ty, I think cannot be called Know- 
edge; as your Lordſhip could not 
but obſerve in the 18th S. of Ch. 4. 
of my 4th Book, which you have 
quoted 

My 
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My Definition of Knowledge, in 
the beginning of the 4th Book of my 
Eſſay , ſtands thus. * Knowledge | ®Y 
« ſeems, to me, to be nothing but | © 
« the Perception of the Connection, | YOu! 
« and Agreement, or Diſ-agreement, | J®" 
« and Repugnancy of any of our Ideas. F * 
This Definition your Lordſhip dif- Hcle 
likes, and apprehends it may be of dan- 
gerous Conſequence as to that Article of culty 
Chriſtian Faith, which your Loraſhip has }} 5 
endeavoured to defend. For this there ende 
is a very ealie Remedy : Ir 1s bur for 
your Lordſhip to ſer aſide this Defini- | ® ta 


tion of Knowledge, by giving usa bet- |} WS 
ter, and this Danger 1s over. But ue" 
er fc 


your Lordſhip chooſes rather to have 
a Controverſie with my Book, tor no C 
having it in it, and to put me upon || . 
the Defence of it; pr I muſt | © Mz 
acknowledge my felt obliged to your 
Lordſhip » for er Ton me ſo much bour: 
of your Time, and for allowing me 
the Honour of Converſing ſo much, hum 
with one ſo far above me 1n all Re- 
ſpedts. ſo, h 
Your Lordſhip ſays, It may be of £4) 
dangerous Conſequence to that Article of the C 
Chriſtian Faith, which you have endea- N %6; © 
voured to defend, Though the Low 
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. of Diſputing allow bare Denial as a 


ſufficient Anſwer to Sayings, without 
any Offer of a Proof; yet, my Lord, 
to ſhew how willing {1 am to give 
your Lordſhip all Satisfaction, in what 
you apprehend may be of dangeroxs 
Conſequence 1n my Book, as to that Ar- 
ticle, T ſhall not ſtand ſtill fullenly, 
and put your Lordſhip upon the Fr 
culty of ſhewing wherein that Dan- 
ger lies; but ſhall, on the other fide, 
endeavour to ſhew your Lordſhip that 
that Definition oft mine, whether true 
or falſe, right or wrong, can be of no 


aangeronus Conſequence to that Article of 


Faich. "The Reaſon which I ſhall of- 
fer for it, 1s this ; Becauſe it can be of 
no Conſequence to it at all. 

That which your Lordſhip is afraid 
it may be daxgeroxs tO, Is an Article of 
Faith : That which your Lordſhip la- 
bours and is coxcerzed for, is the Cer- 
tainty of Faith, Now, my Lord, I 
humbly conceive the Certainty of Faith, 
if your Lordſhip thinks fit to call ir 
ſo, has nothing to do with the Cer- 
tainty of Kpowledge. And to talk of 
the Certainty of Faith, ſeems all one ro 
me, as to talk of the Knowledge of Be- 
leving, 
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lieving ; a way of ſpeaking not eaſle to 
me to underſtand. 

Place Knowledge 1n what you will, 
ſtart what new Methods of Certainty you 
pleaſe, that are apt to leave Mens Minds 
more doubtful than before ; place Cer- 
tainty on ſuch Grounds, as will leave 
little or no Knowledge in the World, 
For theſe are the Arguments your 
Lordſhip uſes againſt my Definition 
of Knowledge ; this ſhakes not at all, 
nor in the leaſt concerns the aſſurance 
of Faith ; that is quite diſtinct from it, 
neither ſtands nor falls with Know- 
ledge. 

Faith ſtands by it felt, and upon 
Grounds of its own; nor can be re- 
moved from them, and placed on thoſe 
of Knowledge. Their Grounds are 
ſo far from being the ſame, or having 
any Thing common, that when it 1s 
brought to Certainty, Faith is deitroy'd ; 
*tis Knowledge then, and Faith no 
longer. 

With what aſſurance ſoever of Be- 
lieving, Iaſſent to any Article of Faith, 
ſo that I ſtedfaſtly venture my All up- 
on it, it is {till but Be/zeving. Brin 
it to Certainty, and it ceaſes ro be Faith. 
I believe, That Jeſus Chriſt was crus 
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tified, dead and buried, roſe again the 
third Day from the Dead, and aſcend- 
ed into Heaven: Let now ſuch Me- 
thods of Knowledge or Certainty, be 
ſtarted, as leave Mens Minas more dowbt= 
ful than before : Let the Grounds of 
Knowledge be reſolved into what any 
one pleaſes, it touches not my Fazth ; 
the Foundation of that ſtands as 
ſure as before, and cannot be at all 
ſhaken by it; and one may as well ſay, 
That any thing that weakens theSight, 
or caſts a Miſt before the Eyes, en- 
dangers the Hearing; as .that any 
thing which alters the nature of Know= 
ledge (if that could be done) ſhould 
be of dangerous Conſequence 10 an Arti- 
de of Faith. 

Whether then IT am or am not mi- 
ſtaken, in the placing Certairty in the 
Perception of the Agreement or Difſa- 
greement of Ideas ; whether this ac- 
count of Knowledge be true or falſe, 
enlarges or ſtraitens the Bounds of ir 
more than it ſhould ; Faith {till ſtands 
upon its own Baſis, which 1s not at all 
alter'd by it ; and every Article of that 
bas juſt the ſame unmoved Foundation, 
and the very fame Credibility, that it 
ted before. So that, my Lord, what- 
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ever I have ſaid about Certainty, and 
how much ſoever I may be out 1n it, if 
I am miſtaken, your Lordſhip has no 
Reaſon to apprehend any Dazzer, to 
any Article of Faith, from thence 
every one of them ſtands, upon the 
ſame Bottom it did before, out of the 
reach of what belongs to Knowledge 
and Certainty,. And thus much of my 
way of Certainty by Ideas ;, which, I hope, 
will fatisfie your Lordinip, how far it 
is from being dangerous to any Article of 
the Chriſtian Faith whatſoever. 

I find -one Thing more your Lord- 
ſhip charges on me, in reference to the 
Unitarian Controverlie ; and that 1s 
where your Lordſhip ſays, That # 
theſe (i. e. my Notions of Nature and 
Perſoa] hold, your Lordſhip” does not ſet 
how it is poſſible to defend the Dottrin of 
the Trinity. 

My Lord, ſince I have a great Opt 
nion that your Lordſhip ſees as far as 
any one, and I ſhould be juſtified to the 
World, in relying upon your Lord- 
ſhips Foreſight more than on any 
ones; theſe diſcomforting Words of 
ycur Lordſhips, would diſhearten me 
{o, that I ſhould be ready to give up 
what your Lordſhip confeſles 10 w_ 

nible; 
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nible; with this Acknowledgment 
however to your Lordſhip, as its 
great Defender, 


——IS; Pergama aextra 


Defendi poſſint etiam hac defenſa fuiſſent. 


This, I fay, after ſuch a Declara- 
tion of your Lordſhips, I ſhould think, 
out of a due value of your Lordſ{hips 
great Penetration and Judgment, I 
had Reaſon to do, were 1t 1n any other 
Cauſe but that of an Article of. the 
Chriſtian Faith, For theſe, I am ſure, 
ſhall all be defended and ſtand firm to 
the Worlds end, though we are not 
always ſure, what Hand ſhall defend 
them. I know as much may be expe- 
tted from your Lordſhips in the Caſe, as 
any Body's ; and theretore I conclude, 
when you have taken a View of this 
Matter again, out of the Heat of Di- 
ſpute, you will have a better Opinion 
of the Arricles of the Chriſtian Faith, 
and of your own Ability to defend 
them, than to pronounce, "That if »y 
Notions of Nature and Perſon hold, your 
Lord{hip cannot ſee how it us poſſible to 
aefend that Article of the Chriſtian Faith, 
which your Lordjhip has exdeaworred to 
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defend, For 'tis, methinks, to put that 
Article upon a very tickliſh Iſſue, and 
to render it as {uſpeCted and as doubt- 
ful as is poſſible to Mens Minds, that 
your Lordſhip ſhould declare it not 
poſſible to be defended, if my Notions 
of Nature and Perſon hold ; when all 
that I can find that your Lordſhip ex- 
cepts againſt, in my Notions of Nature 
and Perſon, 1s nothing but this, 44x. 
That theſe are two Sounds, which #x 
themſelves ſigniſie nothing. 

But before I come to examine how 
by Nature and Perſoz your Lordſhip, 
at preſent in your Anſwer, engages 
me in the Unzarian Controverlie; it 
will not be beſides the Matter to conſi- 
der, how by them your Lordſhip at 
firſt brought my Book into it. 

In your Vindication of the Doftrin v 
the Trinity, your Lordſhip fays ; The 
next Thins to be cleared in T HIS DF 
SPUTE, ts the diſtinition between 
Nature and Perſon. And of this we can 
have no clear and diſt itt Idea from Sen- 
fation or RefleCtion : And yet all our 
Notions of the Doftrin of the Trinity, 
depend upon the right underſtanding of it. 
For we muſt talk unintelligibly about this 
Point, unleſs we have clear and diſtin 

Ap- 
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Apprehenſions CONCEY NING Nature and 
Perſon, and the Groands of Identity and 
Diſtinftion. But that theſe come mot 
into our Minds, by theſe ſimple Ideas of 
Senſation and Refleftion. 

To this I reply'd ; © If it be fo, the P. 148 
* Inference I ſhould draw from thence 
* (if it were fit for me to draw any) 
* would be this, That it concerns 
* thoſe who write on that Subject, ta 
* have themſelves, and to lay down 
* to others, clear and diſtin&t Appre- 
* henſions, or Notions, or Ideas (call 
«* them what you pleaſe) of what 
« they mean by Nature and Perſon, 

ſl of the Grounds of Identity and 
&« DiſtinCtion. 

* This ſeems, to me, the natural 
« Concluſion flowing from your Lord- 
« ſhips Words; which ſeem here to 
* ſuppoſe clear and diſtinct Apprehen- 
« ſftons ({omething like clear and di- 
« ſtint Ideas) neceſſary for the avoid- 
« ing unintelligible Talk in the Do- 
& Erin of the Trinity. But I do not 
& fee your Lordſhip can, from the 
« Neceſſity of clear and diſtinct Ap- 
” prehenſions of Nature and Per. 
& ſon, &c. in the diſpute of the Tri- 
* nity, bring in one, who has perhaps 

3 * Mts 


Lad 
mY 


( 102 ) 


miſtaken the way to clear and di- 
ſtinct Notions concerning Natare 
and Perſon, &c. as fit to be an- 
{wer'd among thoſe, who bring 
Objections againſt the Trinity 1n 
Point of Reaton. I do not ſee why 
an Uz:itariaz may not as well bring 
him in, and argue againſt his Eſſay, 
in a Chapter that he ſhould write, 
to anſwer Objections againſt the 
Unity of God, in point of Reaſon 
or Revclation: For upon what 
Ground ſoever any one writes, in 
this Diſpute or any other, it 1s not 
tolerable to talk unintelligibly on 
either {ide. 

« If by the way of Ideas, which is 
that of the Author of the Eſſay of 
Humane Underſtanaing, a Man can- 
not come to clear aud diſtinct Ap- 
prehenſions concerning Natare and 
Perſon; if, as he propoſes from the 
ſimpic Ideas of Senſation and Refle- 
Ction, ſuch Apprehenſions cannot 
be got ; it-will tollow from thence, 
that he is a miſtaken Philoſopher : 
But it will not iollow from thence, 
Thar he 1s not an Orthodox Chri- 
ſtian;- for he might (as he did) 
write Is Efſzy of Humane Unaer- 
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* ſtanding, without any Thought of 


the Controverlie between the 1 74x#- 
tarians and the Unitarians. Nay, a 
Man might have writ all that 1s in 
his Book, that never heard one Word 
of any ſuch Diſpute. 

* There is in the World a great 
and fierce Conteſt about Nature and 
Grace ; *T would be very hard tor 
me, if I muſt be brought in as a 
Party on either fide, becauſe a Dit- 
putant in that Controverſie ſhould 
think, the clear and diſtinct Appre- 
henſfions of Nature and Grace come 
not into our Minds by theſe fim- 
ple Ideas of Senſation and Refle- 
ion, If this be ſo, I may be recks 
on'd among the Objectors againſt 
all Sorts and Points of Orthodoxy, 
when-ever any one pleaſes: I may 
be called ro Account as one Hetero- 
dox, in the Points of Free-grace, 
Free-will, Predeſtination, Original 
Sin, Juſtification by Faith, Tran- 
ſubſtantiation, the Pope's Supre- 
macy, and what not ? as well as in 
the DoQtrin of the Trinity ; and all 
becauſe they cannot be turniſhed 
with clear and diſtinct Notions of 


* Grace, Free-will, Tranſubſtantia- 
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tion, &c. by Senſation or Refle- 
Ction. For in all theſe, or any other 
Points, I do not ſee but there may be 
a Complaint made, That they have 


* not always a right Underſtanding 


and clear Notions of thoſe Things, 
on which the DoGtrin they diſpute 
of depends. And tis not altogether 
unuſual for Men to talk unintelligi- 
bly to themſelves, and others, in 
theſe and other Points in Contro- 
verſie, for want of clear and dift int 


* Apprehenſions, or (as I would call 
* them did not your Lordſhip ditlike 


it) Ideas : For all which unintellig- 
ble Talking, 1 do not think my {elf 
accountable, though it ſhould ſo 
fall out , that my way by Ideas 
would not help them to what it 
ſeems is wanting, clear and diſtinct 
Notions. If my way be ineffeCtual 
to that purpole, they may, for all 
me, make uſe of any other more 
{ucceſsful ; and leave me out of the 
Controverlie, as one uſeleſs to either 
Party, for deciding of the Que- 
{tion. 

* Suppoling, as your Lordſhip ſays, 
and as you have undertaken to make 
appear, That the clear and diſtinct 
«C Ap- 
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Apprehenſions concerning Mature 


« and Perſon, and the Grounds of 
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Identity and Diſtinction, ſhould 
not come into the Mind by ſimple 
Ideas of Senſation and Refleftion ; 
What, I beſeech your Lordſhip, is 
this to the Diſpute concerning the 
Trinity , on either ſide? And if, 
after your Lordſhip has endeavour'd 
to give clear and diſtintt Apprehen- 
ſions of Natare and Perſon, the Dil- 
putants in this Controverſie, ſhould 
{till talk unintelligibly about this 
Point, for want of clear and di- 
ſtint Apprehenſions concerning Na- 
ture and Perſon ; ought your Lord- 
ſhip tro be brought in among the 
Partiſans on the other {ide, by any 
one who writ a V/natication of the 
Dotetrin of the Trinity? In good 
earnelt, my Lord, I do not ſee how 
the clear ad di/tini# Notions of Na- 
ture and Perſon, not coming into 
the Mind by the ſimple Ideas of Sen- 
ſation and Reflection, any more 
contains any Objection againſt the 
Dottrin of the Trinity ; than the 
clear -and diſtinct Apprehenſions of 
Original Sin, Juſtification or Tran- 
ſubſtantiation, not coming into the 
+* Mind 
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« Mind by the ſimple Ideas of Senſa- 
« tion and Reflection , contains any 
« Objection againſt the Doctrin of 
« Original Sin, Juſtification or Tran- 
« ſubſtantiation : And fo of all the reſt 
&« of the Terms uſed in any Contro- 
« vyerſie in Religion. 

All that your Lordſhip anſwers to 
this, is in theſe Words. The next Thins 
I undertook to ſhew, was, 'That we can 
have no clear and diſtinit Idea of Nature 
and Perſon, from Senſation or Refletton, 
Here you ſpend many Pages to (hew, that 
this doth not concern yoa. Let it be |, 
But it concerns the Matter I was upon ; 
which was to ſhew, That we muit have 
Ideas [I think, my Lord, it ſhould he 
clear and diſtinct Ideas] of theſe Things, 
which we cannot come to by Senſation ana 
Reflection. 

But be that as it will; I have trou- 
bled your Lordſhip here, with this 
large Repetition out of my former 
Letter, becauſe I think it clearly ſhews, 
That my Book is no more concerned 
in the Controverlie about the Trinity, 
than any other Controverſie extant ; 
nor any more oppoſite to that ſide of 
the Queſtion, that your Lordſhip has 
endeavoured to arjend, then to the 
COlle 
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contrary : And alſo becauſe, by your 
Lordſhips Anſwer to it in theſe Words, 
Let it be ſo, IT thought you had nor W 
only agreed to all that I had ſaid, bur vt 
that by it T had been diſmiſſed out of Wall! 
that Controverlie. bn | 
It is an Obſervation I have ſome- a> 
where met with, That whoever is A x 
once got into the Inquiſition , Guilty ot þ 
or not Guilty, ſeldom ever gets clear 
out again. I think your Lordſhip is 
atished there is no Hereſie in my Book. ' 
The Suſpicion it was brought into, "8 
upon the account of placing Cerrainty I: 
only upon clear and aijtintt . Ideas, 1s | 
found groundleſs, there being no ſuch þ 
Thing in my Book ; and yer it is not yt 
diſmiſſed out of the Controverkie. it 
Tis alledged {till, 'That my Notion of 
Ideas, as 1 have ſtated it, may be of dan- 
rerous Conſequence as to that Article of 
the Chriſtian Faith, which your Lordſhip 
has endeavoured to defend; and fo1am 
bound over to another "Trial. Clear 
and diſtin Apprehenſions concerning 
\ INature azd Perion, ad the Grounds of 
 T ldentity and Diſtinition, ſo neceſſary in 
* I the Diſpute of the Trinity, cannot be had 
; YT from Senſation and Reflection ; was ano- 
; Fther Accuſation. To this, whether 
true 
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true or falſe, I pleaded, That it makes 
me no Party in this Diſpute of the 
Trinity, more than in any Diſpute 
that can ariſe; nor of one {ide of the 
Queſtion , more than another. My 
Plea 1s allowed, Let it be ſo; and yet 
Nature and Perſon are made uſe of 
again, to hook me into the Heretical 
Side of the Diſpute ; and what is now 
the Charge againſt me, in reference 
to the Unitarian Controverlie, upon 
the account of Nature and Perſon, even 
this new one, viz. 'That if my Noti- 
ons of Nature and Perſon bold, your 
Lordſhip does not ſee how it is poſſible 
to defend the Doitrin of the Trinity. 
How is this new Charge proved? 
Even thus, in theſe Words annexed to 
it. For if theſe Terms really ſignifi 
nothing in themſelves, but are only ab- 
ſtrait and complex Ideas, which the com- 
mon uſe of Lanzuaze hath appropriated to 
be the Signs of two Ideas; then it is plain, 
that they are only Notions of the Mind, as 
all abſtratted and complex Ideas are ; and 


fo One Nature and Three Perſons can bt 


no more. 

My Lord, I am not ſo conceited of 
my Notions, as to think that they de- 
ſerve that your Lordſhip ſhould dweli 
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long upon the Conſideration of them. 
But pardon me, my Lord, if fay, 
That it ſeems to me, that this Repre- 
ſentation which your Lordſhip here 
makes to your ſelf, of my Notions of 
Nature and Perſon, and the Inference 
from it, were made a little in haſte: 
And that if it had not been ſo, your 
Lordſhip would not, from the pre- 
o&ding Words , have drawn this Con- 
cuſion, And ſo One Nature and Three 
Perſons can be no more; nor charg'd it 
upon me. 

For as to that part of your Lord- 
ſhips repreſentation of my Notions of 
Nature and Perſon, wherein *tis ſaid, 
If theſe Terms in themſelves ſignifie no- 
thing ; though I grant that to be my 
Notion of rhe Terms Nature and Per- 
ſon, That they are two Sounds that 
naturally ſignifie not one Thing more 
than another, nor in themſelves ſignifie 
any Thing at all, bur have the ſigniti- 
ation, which they have, barely by 
Impoſition : Yet, in this »y Notion of 
them, give me leave to preſume, That 
upon more leiſurly Thoughts I ſhall 
have your Lordſhip, as well as the 
reſt of Mankind that ever thought of 
this Matter, concurring with me. So 

that 


——_ 
> 


\ 


_ - _ - - - 
_ _ = a, > w_ 
= =p — _ - : 
* — 4 EW - - _—_ 
mag —_ . = S 
> =- 
2 - SL 


— 
- 


—— 
-—— 


EE En es + 


——_ 
4... -- 


—_ 


——_— 
” = © 4 


= . = 
— 4 2 < 
n _ - 


* 


_——— — — 


- 4 4a © 4 -_ 
5 I 
_ 
=—— 


= 


= 
Ents = 


©. 4 
_ x - 
- : 


OE. 2 e-xt - _ 
—— 


 — 


=_— 


3. 
_ 


-P 


a —_—— os ————o—_— my 
= 2@Y 


bog nan <7 2g 
=> S272 >=. DIES = 


( 110 } 


that if your Lordſhip continues poſj- 
tive in it, That you cannot ſee how tit is 
poſſible to defend the Doftrin of the Tri. 
nity, if this my Notion of Nature and 
Perſon hold ; I, as far as my Eye-ſight 
will reach-in the Caſe (which poſſibly 
is but a little way) cannot fee, but it 
will be plain to all Mankind, that 
your Lordſhip gives up the Dottrin of 
the Trinity: Since this Notion of Na- 
ture and Perſon that they are two 
Words, that ſignifie by-Impoſition, is 
what will hold in the common Senſe of 
all Mankind. And then, my Lord, 
all thoſe who think well of your Lord- 
ſhips Ability to defend it, and believe 
that you fee as far into that Queſtion 
as any Body (which I take to be the 
common Sentiment of all the Learned 
World, eſpecially of thoſe of our 
Country and Church) will be in great 
Danger to have an ill Opinion of the 
Evidence of that Article : Since, I 
imagine, there is ſcarce one of them, 
who does not think this Notion will 
hold, viz. That theſe Terms Nature 
and Perſon, ſignific what they do fig- 
nifie by Impoſition, and not by Na- 
ture, 


'Tho' 
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Tho), if the contrary were true, viz. 
That theſe two Words Nature and 
Perſon had this particular Priviledge, 
above other Names of Things, that 
they did naturally and in themſelves 
ſignifie what they do ſignifie, and that 
they received not their Significations 
from the arbitrary Impoſition of Men, 
I do not ſee how the Defence of the 
Dottrin of the Trinity ſhould depend 
hereon: Unleſs your Lordſhip con- 
cludes, that it is neceflary to the De- 
fence of the Dottrin of the Trinity, 
That thele two articulate Sounds 
ſhould have natural Significations; and 
that unleſs they are uſed in thoſe Sig- 
nifications, it were impoſhble to de- 
fend the Dottrine of the Trinity. 
Which 1s in effect to ſay, That where 
theſe two Words are not, in Uſe and 
in their natural Signification, the Do- 
Grin of the Trinity cannot be de- 
fended. And if this be fo, I grant 
your Lordſhip had Reaſon to fay, 
That if it hold, that the Terms Na- 
ture and Perſon ſignifie by Impolition, 
your Lordſhip does not ſee how 2t 25 
poſſible to defend the Dottrin of the Tri- 
nity. Butthen, my Lord, I beg your 
Lordſhip to conſider, Wherher this be 

not 
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not mightily to prejudice that Dottrin, 
and to undermine the Belief of that 
Article of Faith, to make fo extraor- 
dihary a Suppoſition neceſſary to the 
Defence of it ; and of more dangerous 
Conſequence to it, than any Thing your 
Lordſhip can imagine deducible from 
my Book ? 

As to the remaining part of what 
your Lordſhip has, in the fore-going 
Paſſage, ſet down as ſome of my No- 
tions of Nature and Perſon, viz. That 
theſe Terms are only abſtratt or complex 
Iaeas, IT crave leave to plead, That I 
never faid any ſuch Thing ; and I 
ſhould be aſham'd if I ever had ſaid, 
That theſe, or any other Terms, were 
Ideas : Which 1s all one as to ſay, that 
the Sign is the Thing ſignified. Much 
leſs did I ever ſay, That theſe Terms are 
only abjtratt and complex Ideas, which 
the common Uſe of Lanzuage hath appro- 


priated to be the Signs of two Ideas. For 


to ſay , That the common V/e of Lan- | 


guaze has appropriated abſtratt and com- 
plex Ideas to be the Signs of Ideas, ſeems 
to me ſo extraordinary a way of Talk- 
ing, that I can ſcarce perſuade my felt 
it would be of Credit to your Lord- 
ihip, 
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wes to think it worth your while to 
an{w 


'&r a Man, whom you could ſup- 
poſe to vent ſuch groſs Jargon. 


This therefore containing none of 


my Notions of Nature and Perſon, nor 
indeed any Thing that I underſtand ; 
whether your Lordſhip rightly de- 
duces from it this Conſequence, viz. 
And ſo One Nature and Three Perſons 
can be no more, 1s what I neither know 
nor am concerned to examin. 

Your Lordſhip has been pleaſed to 
take my Eſſay of Humane Underſtand- 


ing to Task, in your indication of the Vindicat, 
Dottrin of the Trinity; becauſe the P. 25% 


Doctrin of it, will not furniſh your 
Lordſhip with clear and diſtinit Appre- 
henſions concerning Nature and Perſon, 
ana the Grounds of Identity and Diſtin- 
tion. For, ſays your Lordſhip, we 
muſt talk uniatellizibly about this Point, 
[of the Trinity] wnlcſs we have clear 
and diftinit Apprehenſions of Nature and 
Perſon, &C. 

Whether, by my way of Ideas, one 
can have clear and diſtinct Apprehen- 
hons of Nature and Perſoz, I ſhall not 
now diſpute; how much ſoever I am 
of the Mind one may. Nor, ſhall 1 
queſtion the reaſonableneſs of this 
I Prin- 


Vindicat. 
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Principle your Lordſhip goes upon , 
viz, That my Book 1s to be diſputed 
againſt, as oppoſite to the Dottrin of 
the Trinity, becauſe it fails to furniſh 
your Lordſhip with clear and diſtin 
Apprehenſions of Nature and Perſon, and 
the Diſtinition between them ;, though 1 
promiſed no ſuch clear and diſtinit Ap- 
prehenſions, nor have treated in my 
Book any where of Nature at all. But 
upon this occaſion I cannot but ob- 
ſerve, That your Lordſhip your felt, 
in that place, makes clear and diſtini 
Ideas neceſſary to that Certainty of Faith, 
which your Lordſhip thinks requiſite, 
though it be that very Thing for which 
you blame the Men of the new way of 


Reaſoning ; and is the very Ground of } 


your diſputing againſt the Unitarians, 
the Author of Chriſtianity not Myſte- 
rious, and Me, jointly under that 
Title. 

Your Lordſhip, to ſupply that De- 
fect in my Book, of clear and diſtinit 
Apprehenſions of Nature and Perſon, for 
the Vindication of the DoCtrin of the 
Trinity, without which it cannot be 
talked of 1ntelligibly nor defended, un- 
dertook to clear the Diſtinttion between 
Nature and Perſon, "This, I told your 
Lord- 
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Lordſhip, gave me hopes of getting 
farther Inſight into theſe Matters, and 
more clear and diſt inet Appreheafions con- 
cerning Nature and Perſon, than was 
to be had by Ideas ; But that, after all 
the Attention and Application I could 
uſe, in reading what your Lordſhi 
had writ of it, I found my felt fo lit- 
tle inlightned concerned Nature or 
Perſon, by what your Lordſhip had 
ſaid, that I found no other Remedy, 
but that I muſt be content with the con- 
demned way by Ideas, 

This, which I thought not only an 
innocent, but a reſpecttul Anſwer, to 
what your Lordſhip had ſaid about 


Nature and Perſon, has drawn upon P, 124; 


me a more ſevere Reflection, than I 
thought it deſerved. Scep:ifzr is a 
pretty hard Word, which I find dropt 
in more Places than one; but I ſhall re- 
fer the Conſideration of that to another 
Place. Allthat I ſhall do now, ſhall be 
to mark out(ſince your Lordihip torces 
me to it) more particularly than I did 
before, what I think very hard to be 
underitood, in that which your Lord- 
ſhip has ſaid to c/ear the Di/tinFion bee 
tween Nature and Perſon; which I {hall 
do, for theſe two Ends. 

I 4 Fir, 
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Firit, As an. Excuſe for my ſaying, 
« "That I had learnt nothing out of 
« your Lordſhips elaborate Diſcourſe 
« of them, but this ; That I mult con- 
« tent my ſelf with my condemned 
* way by Ideas. 

And next to ſhew, why not only I, 
but ſeveral others, think, That if my 
Book deſerv*d to be brought in, and 
taken notice of among the Axti-trini- 
tarian Writers, for want of clear and 
diſtinit Ideas of Nature and Perſon ; 
what your Lordſhip has ſaid upon 
theſe Subjetts, will more juſtly de- 
ſerve, by him that writes next in De- 
fence of the Doftrin of the 1 rinity, to be 
brought in among the Oppolers of the 
Dodtrin of the Trinity, 4s of dangerous 
Conſequence to it , for want of giving 
clear and diftinft Apprehenſions of Nature 
and Perſon ; unleis the fame Thing 
ranks one Man among the Unztarians, 
and another amonglt the Trinits 
YIANS. 

What your Lordſhip had faid, for 
clearing of the Diſtinition of Natur: 
and Perſon, having ſurpaſſed my Un- 
derſtanding, as I told your Lordſhip 
in my former Letter; I was reſolved 
not to incur your Lordſhips Diſples- 

1 urs 
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ſure a ſecond time, by confeſſing, I 
found not my ſelf inlightened by it, till 
I had taken all the Help, I could ima- 
gin, to find out theſe clear and diſtint# 
Apprehenſions of Nature and Perſon , 
which your Lordſhip had ſo much 
declared for. To this purpoſe, I con- 
{ulred others upon what you had faid ; 
and deſired to find ſome Body, who 
underſtanding it himſelf, would help 
me out, where my own Application 
and Endeavours had been uſed to no 
purpoſe. But my Misfortune has 
been, my Lord, 'I hat among ſeveral 
whom I have deſired to tell me their 
Senſe of what your Lordſhip has ſaid, 
for clearing the Notions of Nature and 
Perſon, there has not been one who 
owned, that he underſtood your Lord- 
ſhips meaning : Bur confeſſed, the far- 
ther he looked into what your Lord- 
ſhip had there ſaid, about /Varwre and 
Perſon, the more he was at a lofs 
about them. 

One ſaid, Your Lordſhip began 
with giving two Significations of the 
Word Natare. One of them, as it 


ſtood for Properties, he ſaid he under- yingiat. 


ſtood. Burt the other, wherein Nature p- 252. 
was taken for the Thing it ſelf, wherein 
I 3 
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thoſe Properties were, he ſaid, he did not 
underſtand. But that , he added, I 
was not to wonder at, in a Man who 
was not very well acquainted with 
Greek ; and therefore m:3ht well be 
allowed not to have Learning enough 
to. underſtand an Engliſh Word, that 
Ariſtotle was brought to explain and 
ſettle the Senſe of. Belides, he added, 
That which puzzeld him the more in 
it, was the very Explication which 
was brought of it out of Ari/totie, viz. 
That Nature was a Corporeal Subj! ance, 
which had the Principles of Motion in it 
ſelf; becauſe he could not conceive a 
Corporeal Suoſtance, having the Princt- 
ples of Motion in it ſelf : And it Natare 
were a Corporeal Subſtance, havine ihe 
Prixciples f Motion in it jo!f; it mult 
be good Senſe to ſay, That a Corporeal 
Subſtance, or, which is the fame T hing, 
a Boay having the Principles of Motion 
in it ſelf, is Natare ; which he con- 
feſſed, if any Body ſhould fay to him, 
he could not underltaad. 

Another "Thing, he ſaid, that per- 
picxed him in this Explication of \Va- 
ture, was, That it Nature was a Cor- 
poreal Subſtance, which had the Princt- 
ples of Motion in i ſelf, he thought it 
might 
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might happen that there might be no 
Nature at all. For Corporeal Subſt ances 
having all equally Principles, or no 
Principles, of Motion in themſelves ; 
and all Men who do not make Matter 
and Motion eternal, being poſitive in 
it, that a Body, at reſt, has no Princi- 
ple of Motion in it ; muſt conclude, 
That Corporeal Subſtance has no Princi- 
ple of Motion in it ſelf. From hence it 
will follow, That to all thoſe who ad- 
mit not Matter and Motion to be 
eternal, no Natare, in that Senſe, will 
be left at all, ſince Nature is ſaid to be 
a Corporeal Subſtance, which hath the 
Principles of Motion in it ſelf ; but ſuch 
a ſort of Corporea! Subſiance thoſe Men 
have no Notion of at all, and conſe- 
quently none of Nature, which ts ſuch 
a Corporeal Subſtance. 

Now, faid he, if this be that c/ear 
and aiſtinet Apprehenſion of Natare , 
which is ſo neceſſary to the Doctrin 
of the Trinity ; they who have found 
it out for that purpoſe, and find it clear 
and diſtinit, have Reaſon to be ſatisfied 
with it upon that account : But how 
they will reconcile it to the Creation 
of Matter , I cannot tell. I, for my 
part, ſaid he, can make it conſiſt ne1- 
I 4 they 
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ther with the Creation of the World, 
nor with any any other Notions ; 

and ſo, plainly, cannot underſtand 
it. 

He further ſaid , in the following 
Words, which are theſe , But Nature 
and Subſt ance are of an equal Extent ; 
and ſo that which is the Subjet of Po! vers 
and Properties is the N Care, whether it 
be meant of Boaily or Spiritual Subſtances, 
he neither underſtood the ConneCtion 
nor Senſe. © Firlt, he under{tood nor, 
he ſaid , That Nature and Subſtance 
were of the ſame Extent. Nature, he 
{aid, 1n his Notion of it, extended to 
Things that were not Subſtances ; as 
he thought it might properly be faid, 
_ Nature of a Reftangular Triangle 

That the Square of the Hypo- 
lan Was _— to the Square of the 
two other fides ; or, it is the Vatare of 
Sin, to offend God: Though it be cer- 
tain, That neither Sz, nor a Rectan- 


gular Triangle, to which Nature 1s at- 


tributed 1n thele Propolitions, are either 
of them Subſ/tarces 

Further, he ſaid, That he did not 
ſee how the Particle bat, connects this 
to the preceding Words. But leaſt of 
of all could, he comprehend the Infe- 
rence 


FT 


PA WO 


C $94 } 


rence from hence. And ſo that which 
is the Subject of Powers and Properties 
is Nature, whether it be meant of Bodily 
or Spiritual Subſtances. Which Dedu- 
tion, ſaid he, ſtands thus. Ariſtotle 
takes Nature for a Corporeal Subſtance, 
which has the- Principle of Motion in it 
ſelf ; therefore Nature and Subſtance are 
of an equal Extent, and ſo both Cor- 
poreal and Incorporeal Subſtances are 
Nature. "This is the very Connettion, 
ſaid he, of the whole Deduttion, in 
the foregoing Words ; which I un- 
derſtand not, if I underſtand the 
Words : And if I underſtand not the 
Words, I am yet farther from under- 
ſtanding any thing of this Explica- 
tion of Nature, whereby we are to 
come to clear and diſtinit Apprehenſions 
of it. 

Methinks, faid he, going on, I 
underſtand how by making Nature 
and Subſtance one and the ſame thing, 
that may ſerve to bring Subſtance into 
this Diſpute ; but for all that, I can- 
not, for my Life, underſtand Natare to 
be Subſtance, nor Subſtance to be Na- 
ture, 

There is another Inference, faid 
he, in the cloſe of this Paragraph, 
which 
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which both for its ConneQtion and 
Expreſſion ſeems, to me, very hard to 
be underſtood, it being ſet down in 
theſe Words. So that the Nature of 
Things properly belongs to our Reaſon, 
and not to meer Ideas. For when a Man 
knows what it is for the Nature of 
Things properly to belong Reaſon, and not 
to meer [deas, there will, I gueſs, ſome 
Difficulty remain, in what Senſe ſo- 
ever he ſhall underſtand that Expreſ- 
ſion, to deduce this Propoſition as an 
Inference from the foregoing Words, 
which are theſe. I grant, That by Sex- 
ſation and Refleition, we come to know the 
Powers and Properties of Things ; but 
our Reaſon is ſatisfied that there muſt be 
ſomething beyond thoſe, becauſe it is im- 
poſſible that they ſhould ſubſiſt by them- 
ſelves: So that the Nature of Things pro- 
perly belonzs to our Reaſon, and not to 
meer Ideas. 

"Tis true, ſaid T ; but his Lordſhip, 
upon my taking Reaſoz in that place 
for the Power of Reaſoning, harh, in 
his Anſwer, with a little kind of 
Warmth, corretted my Miſtake, in 
theſe Words. Still you are at it, T hat 
* you can find no oppolition between 
« Ideas and Reaſon ; But Ideas are 
cc Ob. 
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« Objects of theUnderſtanding,and the 
« Underſtanding 1s one of the Facul- 
&« ties umploy*d about them. Vo doubt 
of it, But you might eaſily ſee that by 
Reaſon, I underſtood Principles of Rea- 
ſon, allow'd by Mankind ; which, I think, 
are very different from Ideas. But 1 
perceive Reaſon, in this Senſe, is a Thing 
you have no Idea of ; or one as obſcure as 
that of Subſtance. 

I imagin, ſaid the Gentleman, Thar 
if his Lordſhip ſhould be asked, How 
he perceives you have xo Idea of Rea- 
ſon in that Senſe, or one as obſcure as that 
of Subſtance ; he would ſcarce have a 
Reaſon ready to give for his ſaying ſo: 
And what we ſay which Reaſon can- 
{ not account for, muſt be aſcribed to 
ſome other Caule. 

Now truly, ſaid I, my Miſtake was 
ſo innocent and ſo unaffected, that if T 
had had theſe very Words ſaid to me 
then , which his Lordſhip rounds in 
my Ears now, to awaken my Under- 
ſtanding, viz. That the Principles of 
Reaſon are very aifferent from Ideas, 1 
do not yet find how they would have 
help'd me to ſee what, 1t ſeems, was 
no {mall Fault, that I did not fee be- 
fore; Becauſe, let Reaſon, taken for 
Prin- 


( 124 ) 


Principles of Reaſon, be as different as it 
will from Ideas; Reaſon,. taken as a 
Faculty, is as different from them, in 
my Apprehenſion: And in both Sen- 
ſes of the Word Reaſon, either as taken 
for a Faculty , or for the Principles of 
Reaſon allowed by Mankind, Reaſon and 
Ideas may conlift together. 

Certainly, ſaid the Gentleman, Ideas 
have ſomething in them that you do 
not ſee; or elſe ſuch a ſmall Mi- 
ftake as you made, in endeavouring to 
make them conſiſtent with Reaſon, as 
a Faculty, would not have moved fo 
great a Man as my Lord Biſhop of W. 
fo, as to make him tell you, That Rea- 
fon, taken for the common Principles of 
Reaſon, is a Thing whereof you have 10 
Idea, or one as obſcure as that of Sub- 
ſtance, For, if I miſtake not, you 
have in your Book, in more Places 
than one, ſpoke, and that pretty /arge- 
ly, of Selt-evident Propoſitions and 
Maxims : So that, it his Lordſhip has 
ever read thoſe parts of your Eſſay, he 
cannot doubt, but that you have Iaeas 
of thoſe common Principles of Rea- 

0N. 
It may be fo, I reply'd; but ſuch 
Things are to be born from great Men, 
who 


( 125 ) 


' {| who often uſe them as Marks of Di- " os 
{| ſtinftion: Though I ſhould leſs expet Ul. 
| | them from my Lord Biſhop of W. \ 
- {| than from almoſt any one; becauſe he 3:0 
| | has the ſolid and interior Greatneſs of ct 
| Learning, as well as that of outward Li 
Title and Dignity. But ſince he ex- 4 ij 
pects it from me, I will do whatI can al 
to ſee what, he ſays, is his Meanin 
here by Reaſon, IT will repeat it jui Y 
' |} as his Lordſhip fays, I might eaſily have "FIR 
| | /eex what he anderſtood by it. My ny 
Lord's Words, immediately following N-: 
thole above taken Notice of, are. 
And ſo that which is the Subjeft of Powers yingicat. ($4 
and Properties ts the Nature, whether it p. 25% lA 
be meant of Bodily or Spiritual Sub- "of 
\ | /ances, Andthen follow theſe, which ''- 
to be rightly «xder/tood, his Lordſhip 1 
ſays muſt be read thus: I grant, That 4.16 
| by Senſation and Refiection, we come to 
know the Properties of Things ; bat our 


| Reaſos, z. e. the Principles of Reaſon kth 
allowed by Mankind, aze ſatisfied, that Pl 
\ | there muzt be ſomething beyond theſe, bc- {s 
cauſe it is impoſſible they ſyould ſubſist M: * 
1 by themſelves : So that the Nature of will 


Things properly belongs to our Reaſon, 
| 4.e. to the Principles of Reaſon allow- 
| ed by Mankind, and n2t to meer Ideas, 

| I his 


Vindic. 
Þ- 25 ro 
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This Explication of it, reply*d the 


Gentleman, which my Lord Biſhop 
has given of this Paſſage , makes it 
more unintelligible to me, than it was 
before ; and I know him to be fo great 
a Maſter of Senſe, that I doubt whe- 
ther he himſelf will be better ſatisfied 
with this Senſe of his Words, than 
with that which you underſtood it in, 
But let us go on to the two next Para- 
graphs, wherein his Lordſhip 1s at 
farther Pains to give us clear and 4i- 
ſtint Apprehenſions of Nature: And 
that we may not miſtake, ler us firſt 
read his Words; which run thus. 

But we mudt yet proceed farther : For 
Nature may be conſider'd two ways. 

i. As it u« in diſtinit Individuals ; 
as the Nature of a Man # equal; in 
Peter, James azd John ; and this us the 
common Nature, with a particular Sub- 
fitence, proper to each of them. For the 
Nature of a Man, as in Peter, # ai- 
ſtinit from that ſame Natare, as it i in 
James and John ; otherwiſe they would 
but be one Perſon, as well 2s have the 
ſame Nature. And this diſtinition of 
Perſons in them, ts diſcerned both by our 
Senſes, as to their different Accidents ; 
and by our Reaſon, becauſe they have 4 


/ epa- 


Oy 3 


ſeparate Exiſtence; not coming into it at 
once, and in the ſame manner, 

2. Nature may be conſiaered abſtra- 
ally, without reſpet to individual Per- 
ſons ; and then it makes an entire Notion 
of it ſelf. For, however the ſame Na- 
ture may be in different Indtviduals, yet 
the Nature in it ſelf remains one and the 
ſame ; which appears from this evident 
Reaſon, That otherwiſe every Individual 
muſt make a different kind. 

In theſe Words, ſaid he, having 
read them, I find the ſame Difficulties 
you took notice of in your Letter. As 
firſt, 'Thart it 1s not declared whether 
his Lordſhip ſpeaks here of Nature, as 
ſtanding for Eſſential Properties, or of 
Nature, as ſtanding for Subſtance; 
which dubiouſneſs, caſts an Obſcurity 
on the whole place. And next, I can 
no more tell than you, whether it be 
his Lordſhips Opinion that I ought to 
think, That one and the ſame Nature 
Is in Peter and John; or, That-a Na- 
ture diſtinit from that in Johz, 1s 1n 
Peter ; and that for the ſame Reaſon, 
which left you at a loſs, viz. Becauſe 
I cannot put together oze and the ſame, 
and diſtinct, But fince his Lordſhip, 
in his Anſwer to you, has faid nothing 
r9 
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to give us Light in theſe Matters, we 
mult be content to be in the Dark ; 
and if he has not thought fit to ex- 
plain it, ſo as to make himſelf to be 
underſtood by us, we may be ſure he 
has a Reaſon for it. But pray tell me, 
Did you underſtand the reſt of theſe 
two Paragraphs that you mentioned, 
only thoſe two Difficulties ? For I 
mult profeſs to you, "That I under- 
{tand fo little of either of them, that 
they contribute nothing at all to give 
me thole clear and diſtin Apprehenſi- 
ons of Nature and Perſon, which I find, 
by his Lordſhip, it is neceſſary to have, 
before one can have a right Under- 
ſtanding of the Dottrin of the 'Tri- 
nity. Nay, I amfo far from gaining 
by his Lordſhips Diſcourſe, thole c/ear 
aud diſtinet Apprehenſions of Nature and 
Perſon, that what he objects to your 


new Method of Certainty, T found veri- | 


fied, in this his clearing the Diſtinction 
between Natare and Perſon , that it leſt 
me in more Doubt than T was in be- 
ore. 


Truly Sir, reply*d TI, that was uſt | 


my Caſe ; but minding then only 
what I thought immediately related to 


the Objections ro my Book , o__ 
Ols 
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followed ; I paſſed by what IT might 
have retorted concerning the Obſcurity 
and Difficulty, in his Lordſhips Doftria 
about Nature and Perſox, and con- 
tented my elf to tell his Lordſhip, in as 
reſpectful Terms as I could find, that I 
could not underſtand him ; which 
drew from him that ſevere Reflection, 
Thar I obſtinately ſtick to a way that 
leads to Scepti/mm, which is the way of 
Ideas, But now that, for the Vindi- 
cation of my Book, I am ſhewing 
that his Lordſhips way, without Ideas, 
does as little (I will not fay lefs) fur- 
niſh us with clear and diſtintt Apprehen= 
ſions concerning Nature and Perſon, as 
my Eſſay does; I do not ſee but that 
his Lord{hips Vindication of the Tri- 
nity, is as much againſt rhe DoCtrin of 
the Trinity, as my Eſſay of Humane 
Underſtanding; and may, with as 
much Reaſon on that account, be ani- 
madverted on by another, who vindi- 
cates the Dottrin of the Trinity, as my 
Book is by his Lordſhip. 

Indeed, faid he, it failing of clear 
and diſtintt Apprehenſions concerning 
Nature ana Perſon, render any Book 
obnoxious to one that vindicates 7h? 
Dodtria of the Trinity, and gives him 


ſuffi- 
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ſufficient Cauſe to write againſt it, as 
oppoſite to- that Dofrin ; I know no 
Book of more dangerous Conſequence to 
that Article of Faith, nor more neceſ- 
ſary to be writ againſt by a Defender 
of that Article, than that part of his 
Lordſhips Vindication, which we are 
now upon. For to my Thinking, I 
never met with any Thing more unin- 
telligible about that Subject, nor that 
is more remote from clear and diſtinit 
Apprehenſions of Nature and Perſon. 
For what more effettual Method could 
there be to confound the Notions of 
Natare and Perſon, initead of clearing 
their Di/tin#ton, than to diſcourſe of 
them without firſt defining them ? Is 


this a way, to give clear and. diſtin | 


Apprehenſions of two Words, upon 4 
right underſtanding of which, all our No- 
tions of the Dofttrin of the Trinity ae- 


pgend ? And without which, we 
muſt talk anintelligibly about that 
Poiat. 


His Lordſhip tells us here, Nature 
may be conſidered two ways. What is it 
the near to be told, Nature may be con- 
fidered two or twenty ways, till we 
know what that is which 1s to be con- 
lider'd two ways? #. e. till he _ 
the 
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the Term Natare, that we may know 


what preciſely is the Thing meant by 
IT, 

Hetells us, Nature may be conſider'd, 

I. As it ts in Individuals, 

2. Abſtrattly. 

1. His Lordſhip ſays, Nature may 
be conſider'd, as in diſtinit Individaals. 
'Tis true, by thoſe that know what 
Nature is. But his Lordſhip having 
not yet told me what Nature 1s, nor 
what he here means by it, 1t 1s 1mpol- 
ſible for me to conſider Nature in or out 
of Individuals, unleis I can conſider I 
know not what : So that this Confide- 
ration 1s, to me, as good as no Conlt- 
deration ; neither does or can it help 
at all to any clear and diſtinit Appre- 
henſions of Nature. Indeed, he ſays, 
Ariſtotle, by Nature, ſignified a Corpo- 
real Subſtance ; and from thence his 
Lordſhip takes occaſion to fay, That 
Nature and Subſtance are of an equal 
Extent : 'Though Ariſtotle, taxing Na- 
ture for a Corporesl Subſtance, gave no 
Ground for {uch a faying, becauſe 
Corporeal Subſtance and Subſtance are not 
of an equa! Extent. But to pals by 
that : If his Lordſhip would have us 
underſtand here, that by Nature he 

RK 2 means 
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means Subſtance, this is but ſubſtituting 
one -Name in the place of another ; 
and, which is worſe, a more doubtful 
and obſcure Term, 1n the place of one 
that is leſs ſo; which will, I fear, not 

ive us very clear and diftintt Appre- 
Ds of Nature. His Lordſhip goes 


ON, 
As the Nature of a Man is equally in 
Peter, James and John ; axd this is the 


common Nature, with a particular Sub- | 


ence proper to each of them. 
fied his onſiop does not tell us 
what conſideration of Nature there 
may be, but aCtually affirms and 
teaches ſomething. I wiſh I had the 
Capacity to learn by it, the clear and 
diſtintt Apprehenſions of Nature and 

erſoz, Which is the Leſſon he is upon 
here. He ſays, That the Natare of 
a Man is equally in Peter, James and 
John. That's more than I know : 
Becauſe I do not know what Things 


Peter , J.-mes and John, are. They | 


may be Drills, or Horſes, for ought I 
know ; as well as Wemweena, Cauchipe 
and Couſheds, may be Drills, as his 
Lordſhip ſays, for ought he knows. 
For 1 know no Law of Speech that 
more necellarily makes theſe three 
Sounds, 
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Sounds, Peter, James and John, ſtand 
for three Men ; than Weweena, Cachipe 
and Conuſheda , ſtand for three Men : 
For I knew a Horſe that was called 
Peter ; and I do not know but the 
Maſter of the ſame Team might call 
other of his Horſes, James and John. 
Indeed if Peter, James and John, are 
{uppoſed to be the Names only of 
Men, it cannot be queſtioned but rhe 
Nature of Man is equally in them ; un- 
leſs one can ſuppoſe cach of them to be 
a Man, without having the Nature 
of a Man in him: That is, ſuppoſe 
him to be a Man, without being a 
Man. But then this to me, I con- 
fels, gives no manner of clear or di- 
ſtint Apprehenſions concerning Natare in 
general, or the Nature of Man in par- 
ticular ; it ſeeming, to me, to {ay no 
more but this, That a Man is a Man, 
and a Drill is a Drill, and a Horſe is a 
Horſe. Or, which is all one, what 
has the Nature of a Man,. has the Na- 
ture of a Man, or isa Man ; and what 
has the Nature ot a Drill, has the Na- 
ture of a Drill, or is a Drill; and 
what has the Nature of a Horſe, has 
the Nature of a Horſe, or is a Horſe; 
whether it be called Peter, or not cal- 
+ led 
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led Peter. But if any one ſhould re- 
peat this a thouſand times to me, and 
g0 over all the Species of Creatures, 
with ſuch an unqueſtionable Aſertion 
of every one of them ; I do not find, 
that thereby I ſhould get one Jot 
clearer or aſt infter Apprehenſions either 
of Nature, in general; or of the Na- 
ture of a Man, a Horſe, ora Drill, &«. 
in particular. 

His Lordſhip adds, Ard this is the 
common Nature, with a particular Sub- 
ſiſtence , proper to each of them, T do 
not doubt but his Lordſhip ſet down 
theſe Words with a very good Mean- 
ing ; but ſuch is my Misfortune that T, 
for my Life, cannot find it out. I 
have repeated Ard thr, twenty times 
ro my ſelf; and my weak Underſtand- 
ing always rejolts, And what? To 
which I am always ready to anſwer, 
The Nature of a Man tin Peter, and the 
Nature of Man in James, azd the Na- 
ture of a Man in John, i the common 
Nature ; and there I ſtop, and can go 
110 farther to make 1t coherent to my 
ſelf, till I add of Maz ; and then it 
mult be read thus, The Natwre of Man 
ta Peter, is the commor ature of Man, 
with a particular Subſi;ceuce proper to 
Peter. 
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Peter. That the Nature of Man in 
Peter, 1s the Nature of a Man, if Peter 
be ſuppoſed to be a Man, I certainly 
know, let the Nature of Man be what 
it will, of which I yet know nothing : 
But if Peter be not ſuppoſed to be the 
Name of a Man, but be the Name of 
an Horſe, all that Knowledge vaniſhes, 
and I know nothing. But let Peter be 
never ſo much a Man, and let it be 
impoſhble to give that Name to a 
Horſe, yet I cannot underſtand theie 
Words, That the common Nature of 
Man is in Peter; for whatſoever is in 
Peter, exiſts in Peter ; and whatever 
exiſts in Petzr, 1s particular : But the 
common Nature of Man, 1s the general 
Nature of Man, or elſe I underſtand 
not what 1s meant by common Nature. 
And it confounds my Underſtanding, 
to make a General a Particular. 

But to help me to conceive this Mat- 
ter, I am told, It # the common Nature, 
with a particular Subſiſtence proper to 
Peter. But this helps not my Under- 
ſtanding in the Caſe. For firſt, I do not 
underſtand what Subſiſtence is, if it 
ſignifie any Thing difterent from Ex#- 
ſtence: And if it be the ſame with Ex#- 
ſtance, then it is ſo far from looſening 
| K 4 the 
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the Knot, that it leaves it juſt as it 
was, only covered wich the obſcure 
and leſs known Term Subſiſtence. For 
the Difficulty to me, 1s, to conceive an 
Univerſal Nature, or Univerſal any 
Thing, to exiſt ; which would be, in 
my Mind, to make an Univerial a 
Particular : Which, to me, is unpoſh- 
ble. | 

No, ſaid another who was by, ?Tis 
but uſing the Word Su#{i/terce inſtead 
of Exiſtence, and there is nothing 
eaſier; if one will conſider thts common 
or univerſal Nature, with a particular 
Exiſtence, under the Name of Sabſe- 
ſtence, the Buſineſs 15 done. 

Juſt as eaſie, reply'd the former, 1 
find it in my felt, as to conſider the 
Nature of a Circle with four Angles ; 
for to conſider a Circle with four An- 
gles is no more ;:mpoſſible to-me, than | 
to conſider a Univerſal with a particu- 
lar Exiſtexce; which Is to conſider a 
Univerſal really exiſting, and in cffe& 
a Particular. But the Words Proper to | 
each of them, follow to help me out. I 
hoped fo, till I conſidered them ; and 
then I found I underſtood them as little 
as all the reſt, For I know not what 
is 4 Subſiſtence proper to Peter, morc 
than 
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than to James or John, till I know 
Peter himſelf; and then indeed my 
Senſes will diſcern him from James or 
John, or any Man living, 

His Lordſhip goes on ; For the Na- 
ture of Man, as in Peter, #s diſtintt 
from that ſame Natare as it is in ou 
and John ; otherwiſe they would be but one 
Perſon, as well as have the ſame Natare. 
Theſe Words, by the cauſal Particle 
For, which introduces them, ſhould 
be a Proof of ſomething that goes be- 
fore: But what they are meant for a 
Proof of, I confeſs I underſtand not. 
For the Propoſition preceding, as far 
as I can make any Thing of it, is this, 
That the general Nature of a Man has 
a particular Exiſtence in each of the 
three, Peter, James and John. But 
then how the ſaying, That the Nature 
of Man, as in Peter, i diſt init from 
the ſame Nature as it is in James and 
John, does ptove that the general Na- 
ture of Man does, or can exiſt in either 
of them, I cannot ſee. 

The Words which follow, Other- 
wiſe they would be one Perſon, as well as 
have the ſame Nature, I ſee the Conne- 
Etion of ; for it is viſible they were 
brought to prove, That the Nature 
in 
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in Peter, 1s a:{t;n&t from the Natare in 
James and John. But with all that, I 
do not ſee of what Uſe or Significancy 
they are here : Becauſe, to me, they 
are more obſcure and doubtful, than 
the Propoſition they are brought to 
prove. For I ſcarce think there can be 
a clearer Propoſition than this, vzz, 
That three Natures, that have three 
diſtin&t Exiſtences in three Men, are, 
as his Lordſhip ſays, three diſtinct Na- 
tures, and {ſo needs no Proof. But to 
prove it by this, That otherwiſe they 
could not be three Perſons, is to prove it 
by a Propoſition unintelligible to me ; 
becauſe his Lordſhip has not yet told 
me, what the clear and diſtinit Appre- 
benſion of Perſon is, which TI ought to 
have. For his Lordſhips ſuppoling it, 
as he does, to be a Term, which has in 
it ſelf a certain Signification; I, who 
have no ſuch Conception of it, ſhould 
in vain Jook for it in the Propriety of 
our Language, which 15 eſtabliſhed 
upon arbitrary Impoſition ; and ſo 
can, by no means, imagin what Per- 
ſor here ſignifies, till his Lordſhip ſhall 
do me the Favour to tell me. 

To this I reply*d, That Page 259, 
which 1s but ſix Pages farther, __ 
Lord» 
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Lordſhip explains the Notion of Per- 
on. 
fe To which the Gentleman anſwer'd, 
Whether I can get clear and diſtin 
Apprehenſions of 
Lordſhip fays there of Per/oz, I ſhall 
ſee when I come to it. But this, in the 
mean time, muſt be confeſſed, That 
Perſon comes in here ſix Pages too 
ſoon, for thoſe who want his Lord- 
ſhips Explication of it, to make them 
have clear and diſtint# Apprehenſions of 
what he means, when he uſes it. 

For we muſt certainly talk aniztell;e 
bly about Natare and Perſon, as well as 
about the Dottrin of the Trinity , unleſs 
we have clear ana diſtintt Apprehenſions 
concerning Nature and Perſon ; as his 
Lordſhip fays, in the foregoing 
Page. 

It follows, And this Diſtiaition of 
Perſons in them, is diſcerned both by our 
Senſes, as to their different Accidents ; 
and by our Reaſon, becauſe they have a ſe- 
parate Exiſtence ; not coming into it at 
once and in the ſame manner. 

Theſe Words, {aid he, which con- 
clude this Paragraph, tells us how Per- 
ſons are diſtinguiſhed : But as far as I 
can fee, ſerve not at all to give us any 
| clear 


Perſon, by what his 
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clear and diſtinit Apprehenſions of Na- 
ture, by conſidering it in diſt init Indivi- 
duals ; which was the Bulineſs of this 
Paragraph. 
' His Lordſhip ſays, We may conſider 
Nature 4s in di/tinit Individuals ; And 
{oI doas much, when I conſider it in 
three diftint Phyſical Attoms or Par- 
ticles, of Air or Ather, as when I con- 
{ider it in Peter, James and John. For 
three di{tinft Phyſical Attoms are three 
diſtin&t Individuals, and have three 
diſtinct Natures in them, as certainly 
as three diſtint Men ; though I can- 
not aiſcern the Diſtinition between 
them by; my Senſes, as to their different 
Acciaents;, nor 1s their ſeparate Exi- 
ſence difcernable to my Reaſon, by 
their mot comin? into it at once and in the 
ſame manzer : For they did, tor ought I 
know, or at leaſt might, come into 
Exiſtence at once and in the ſame man- 
ncr, which was by Creation. I think 
it will be allowed, That God did, or 
might, create more than one Phyſical 
Attom of Matter at once : So that here 
Nature may be conſidered in diſtin 
Jadiruvidaals, without any of thoſe Wayy 
of Diftinftion which his Lordſhip 
here ſpeaks of: And fo I —_— ſee 
ow 
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how theſe laſtWords contribute ought 
to give Us clear and diſtinit Apprehenſs- 
ons of Nature, by conſidering Nature in 
diſtinit Individaals. 

But to try what clear and diſtintt 
Apprehenſions concerning Nature, his 
Lordſhips way of conſidering Nature 
in this Paragraph carries 1n it ; let me 
repeat his Lordſhips Diſcourſe to you 
here, -only changing one common Na- 
ture for another, viz. putting the com- 
mon Nature of Animal, for the common 
Nature of Man , which his Lordſhip 
has choſe to inſtance in ; and then his 
Lordſhips Words would run thus. 
Nature may be conſidered two ways. Firſt, 
As it u« in diſtinft Inatviduals ; as the 
Nature of an Animal # equally in Ale- 
xander , Bucephalus , azd Podargus : 
And this is the common Nature, with a 


particular Subſiſtence, proper to each of 


them. For the Nature of Animal, as 
in Bucephalus, is diſtin from the ſame 
Nature as in Podargus azd Alexander ; 
otherwiſe they would be but one Perſon, as 
well as have the ſame Nature. And this 
diftinftion of Perſons in them, is diſ- 
cerned both by our Senſes, as to their dif- 
ferent Accidents ; and by our Reaſon, be- 
cauſe they have a ſeparate Exiſtence, not 
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coming into it at once and in the ſame 
ANNE « 

To this I faid, I thought he did 
Violence to. your Lordſ{hips Senſe, in 
applying the Word Per/oz, which fig- 
nifies an intelligent Individual, to Ba- 
cephalus and Podargis , which were 
two irrational Animals, 

To which the Gentleman reply'd, 
That he fell into this Miſtake, by his 
thioking your Lordſhip had fome- 
where ipoken, as if an individual in- 
telligent Subſtance, were not the proper 
Definition of Perſon. But, continued 
he, I lay no Streſs on the Word 
Perſoz, in the Inſtance wherein I have 
uſed his Lord{hips Words, and therc- 
fore, if you pleate, put Izdividaal for 
it; and then reading it ſo, let me ask 
you, Whether that way of conſidering 
it, contributes any thing to the giving 
you clear and diſtintt Apprehenſions of 
Nature? Which it ought to do, if his 
Lordſhips way of conſidering Nature, 
in thar Paragraph, were of any ule to 
that purpoſe: Since the common Na- 
ture of Animal is as much the ſame ; 
or, as his Lordſhip fays in the next 
Paragraph, as mach an entire Notion of 


zt ſelf, as the common Nature of __ 
An 
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And the common Nature of Animal, is 
as equally in Alexander, Bucephalus and 
Podargus, with 4 particular Subſiſtence 
proper to each of them ; as the common 
Nature of Man is equally in Peter, James 
ad John, with a particular Subſiſtence 
proper to each of them, &c. Burt pray 
what does all this do, towards the 

ing you clear and diſtinct Apprehen- 
| of Nature ? 

I replyed, Truly neither the conſi- 
deration of Nature, as in his Lord- 
{hips diſtin&t Individuals, viz. in Pe- 
ter, James and John ; nor the conſide- 
ration of Nature, as in your diſtinct 
Individuals, viz. in Alexander, Buce- 
phalus and Podargis, did any. Thing 
rowards the giving me clear and diſtinct 
Apprehenſions of Nature. Nay, they 
were ſo far from'it, that, atrer 'having 
gone over both the one and the other 
ſeveral times inmy Thoughts, I feem 
to have leſs clear and diſtinct Apprehen- 
ſions of Nature , than I had betore. 
But whether it will be ſo with other 
People, as I perceive it 15 with you 
and me, and ſome others, none of the 
dullefſt, whom. I have talked with 
upon this Subject, rhat muſt be left to 
Experience ; and if there be others = 
do 
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do hereby get ſuch clear and diſtintt 
Aprehenſions concerning Nature, which 
may help them in their Not:ozs of the 
Trinity, that cannot be denied 
them. 

Thar's true, faid he : But if that be 
ſo, T muſt neceſſarily conclude, That 
the Notioniſts and the Ideifts, have their 
apprehenſive Faculties very differently 
turned ; fince intheir explaining them- 
ſelves (which they on both ſides think 
clear and intelligible) they cannot un- 
derſtand one another. 

But let us go on to Nature, conſider'd 
abſtrattly, in the next Words. 

2. Nature may be conſider d, ſays his 
Lordſhip, abſtraitly, without reſpect to 
individual Perſons. 

I do not ſee, ſaid he, what Per- 
ſons do here, more than any other In- 
dividuals. For Nature, conſidered ab- 
ſtraftly, has no more reſpect to Per- 
ſons, than any other ſort of Indivi- 
duals. 

And then, ſays his Lordſhip , 
makes an entire Notion of it ſelf, To 
make an entire Notion of it ſelf, being 
an Expreſſion I never met with be- 
fore, I ſhall not, I think, be much 
blamed if I be not confident, that 1 
per” 


(145). 
perfetly underſtand it. To gueſs 
therefore, as well as I can, what can 
be meant by it, I conſider, That what- 
ever the Mind makes an ObjeCt of its 
Contemplation at any time, may be 
called one Notion, or, as you perhaps 
would call it, one Idea; which may be 
an entire Notion or Idea, though it be 
but the half of what is the Object of 
the Mind at another time. For me- 
thinks the Number Five is as much an 
entire Notion of it ſelf, when the Mind 
contemplates the Number Five by it 
ſelf; as the Number Ten is az extire 


' Notion by it ſelf, when the Mind con- 


templates that alone and its Proper- 
ties: And in this Senſe I can under- 
ſtand an entire Notion by it ſelf. But 
if it mean any Thing elſe, I confeſs T 
do not underitand it. But then the 
Difficulty remains , for I cannot ſee 
how in this Senſe, Nature abſtrattly 
conſidered makes an entire Notion, more 
than the Nature of Peter makes an ex- 
tire Notion. For if the Nature in 
Peter be conlidered by it ſelf, or if the 
abſtratt Nature of Man be conlider'd 
by it ſelf, or if the Nature of Animal 
(which is yet more abſtract) be con- 
lider'd by it ſelf, every one of theſe 
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being made the whole Object, that the 
Mind at any time contemplates , 
ſeems, to me, as much an entire Notion, 
as either of the other. 

But farther, What the calling NVa- 
ture, abſtrattly conſider'd, an entire No- 
tion in it ſelf, contributes to our hav- 
ing or not having clear and diſtinit 
i 6 49 of Nature , 1s yet more 
remote from my Comprehenſion. 

His Lordſhips next Words are ; 
For however the ſame Nature may be in 
different Individuals, yet the Nature in 
z ſelf remains one and the ſame : Which 
appears from this evident Reaſon, That 
otherwiſe every Individual muit make 4 
different kind. 

The Coherence of which Diſcourſe, 
continued he, tending, as it ſeems, to 
prove, That Nature conſidered abſtrattly 
makes an entire Notion of it ſelf ;, {tands, 
as far as I can comprehend it, thus. 
Becauſe every Individual muit not make 
4 different Kynd ; therefore Nature, how- 
ever it be indifferent Inatviduals, yet in 
it ſelf it remains one and the ſame. And 
becauſe Nature, however it be in dif- 


ferent Individuals, yet in it ſelf remains | 


one and the ſame ; therefore, conſider's 
abſirattly, it makes an entire Notion of 
F14 
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i ſelf. Thus is the Argument of this 
Paragraph ; and the Connettion of it, 
if I underſtand the conneCting Words, 
For, and from this cuident Reaſon, But 
if they are uſed for any Thing elſe 
but to tie thoſe Propoſitions together, 
as the Proots one of another, in that 
way I have mentioned them 5 I con- 
feſs, I underſtand them not, nor any 
Thing that is meant by this whole 
Paragraph. And in that-Senle I un- 
derſtand it in, what it does towards 
the giving us c/ear and diſtinit Appre- 
henſions of Nature, T1 muſt conteſs 1 do 
not ſee at all. 

Thus far, ſaid he, we have conſt- 
derd his Lordſhips Explication of 
Nature; and my underſtanding what 
his Lordſhip has diſcourſed upon it, 
under ſeveral Heads, for the giving ws 
clear and diſtinit Apprehenſions concern- 
ing tt. 

Let us now read what his Lordſhip 
has ſaid concerning Perſon ; that L 
may, ſince you defire it of me, let you 
ſee how far I have got any clear and 
diſtinct Apprehenſion of Perſon, from 
his Lordſhips Explications of that. 
His Lordſhips Words are ; Let «5 
L 2 now 
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Vindicat. #/0w come to the Idea of a Perſon. For 


10 259. 


although the common Nature of Man- 
kind be the ſame, yet we ſee a difference in 
the ſeveral Individuals from one another : 
So that Peter, and James, and John, 
are all of the ſame kind ; yet Peter us not 
James, and James # not John. But 
what i this Diſtinition founded upon ? 
They may be diſtinguiſhed from each other 
by our Senſes, as to difference of Fea- 
tures, diſtance of Place, &c. but that ts 
not all; for ſuppoſing there were no ex- 
ternal difference, yet there is a difference 
between them, as ſeveral Individuals in 
the ſame common Nature. And here lies 
the true Idea of a Perſon, which ariſes 
from the manner of Subſiſtence which i 
in one Individual, and is not communis 
cable to another. An individual intelli- 
gent Subſtance, is rather ſuppoſed to the 
making of a Perſon, than the proper ac- 
finition of it ; for a Perſon relates to 


ſomething which doth diſtinguiſh it from 
another Intelligent Subſtance zz the ſame 


Nature; azd therefore the Foundation of 
zt lies in the peculiar manner of Subſi- 
ſtence, which azrees to one, and to none elſe, 
of the kind; and this is it which is called 
Perſonality. 

In 


| 
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In theſe Words, this I underſtand 
very well, That ſuppoſing Peter , 
James and John, to be all three Men ; 
and Man being a Name for one kind 
of Animals, they are all of the ſame 
kind, IT underſtand too very well, 
That Peter is not James, and James #s 
not John, but that there is a difference 
in theſe ſeveral Individuals. I under- 
ſtand alſo, That they may be diſtinguiſhed 
from each other by our Senſes, as to dif- 
erent Features and diſtance of Place, &C. 
But what follows, I do confeſs I do 
not underſtand, where his Lordſhip 


ſays, But that is not all; for ſuppoſing ' 


there were no ſuch external difference , 
yet there is a difference between them, as 
ſeveral Individuals in the ſame Nature. 
For Firſt, Whatever Willingneſs I 
have to gratifie his Lordſhip in what- 
ever he would have me, ſuppoſe, yet 
I cannot, I find, ſuppoſe, "That there 
is no {ſuch external difference between 
Peter and James, as difference of 
Place ; for I cannot ſuppoſe a Contra- 
diction : And it ſeems to me to imply 
a Contradition to ſay, Peter and 
James are not in different Places. The 
next Thing I do not underſtand, is, 
L 3 what 
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what his Lordſhip ſays in theſe Words, 
For ſuppoſing there were no ſuch ex- 
ternal aifference, yet there is a difference 
between them, as ſeveral Individuals in 
the ſame Nature. For theſe Words 
being here to ſhew, what the d:tiz- 
dion of Peter, James and John, #« 
founded pon, I do not underſtand how 
they at all do it. 

His Lordſhip fays, Peter 7s ot 
James, axd James zs zot John. He 
then asks, But what. is this Diſtintion 
founded upon? And to reſolve that he 
anſwers, Not by difference of Features, 
or diſtance of Place, with an &c. Be- 
cauſe, Suppoſing there were a0 ſuch ex- 
rernal difference, yet there is 4 difference 
between them. Jn which Paſſage, by 
theie Words, Such exteraal difference, 
mult be meant all other difference 
but what his Lordſhip, in the next 
Words, is going to name; or elfe I 
do not ſee how his Lordſhip ſhews, 
what this Diſinitioa is founded wpon. 
For if, S»ppoſiro ſuch external differences 
away, tnere may be other differences 
on which to found their Diſtiattion, be- 
ſides that other which his Lordſhip 
ſubjoins, viz. The difference that is be 
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tween them, as ſeveral Individuals in the 


ſame Nature. |Þ cannot fee that his 
Lordſhip has ſaid any thing to ſhew, 


what the Diſtinftion between thoſe - 


Individuals is founded on ; becauſe 
if he has not, under the Terms 
external difference, comprized all the 
differences beſides that his chief and 
fundamental one, wiz. The difference 
between them as ſeveral Individuals, in 
the ſame common Nature; it may be 
founded on what his Lordſhip has not 
mentioned. I conclude then it is his 
Lordſhips meaning , (or elſe I can ſee 
no meaning in his Words) That ſup- 
poſing no difference between them , of 
Features or diſtance of Place, &C. 4. e. 
no other difference between them, 
yet there would be {till the true Ground 
of DiſtinCtion, in the drfference between 
them, as ſeveral Individuals in the ſame 
common Nature. 

Let us then underſtand , if we can, 
what is the Difference between Things, 
barely as ſeveral Indiviauals, in the ſame 
common Nature, all other Differences 
laid aſide. 

Truly, faid 1, that I cannot con- 
CelVe. 

L 4 Nor 


CET "= 


FITEISE 72 
— TT ES 2 


— 


_ S_ be. 4 | 


” <>: 


= 
= +: 


__— 


" 
— 
_—- 


_ 


(152) 
Nor I neither , reply'd the Gentic- 
man: For conſidering them as ſeveral 
Individuals, was what his Lordſhip 
did, when he ſaid, Peter was zot James, 
and James was not John ; and if that 
were enough to ſhew, oz what the ai- 
ſtinftion between them was founded, is 
Lordſhip needed have gone no farther 
in his Enquiry after that, for that he 
had found already : And yet methinks 
thither are we at laſt come again, s to 
the foundation of the diſtinition between 
them, viz. That they are ſeveral Indivi- 
auals in the ſamc common Nature. Nor 
can T here ſee any other Ground of the 
Diſtinition between thoſe, that are ſeve- 
ral Individuals in the ſame common Na- 
ture, but this, That they are /everal Iz- 
dividuals in the ſame common Nature. 
Either this is all the Meaning that his 
Lordſhips Words, when conlider'd, 
carry 1n them ; or elſe I do not under- 
ſtand what they mean : And either 
way, I muſt own, they do not much 
towards the giving me clear and diſt intt 
Apprenſizzs of Nature and Perſon, 
Cne Thing more I muſt remark to 
ou, in his Lordihips way of expre{- 
_ himfelt here ; and that is in the 
: former 
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former part of the Words laſt read, he 
ſpeaks, as he does all along, of the ſame 
common Nature being in Mankind, or 1n 
the ſeveral Individuals: And in the 
latter part of them, he ſpeaks of ſeveral 
Individuals being in the ſame common 
Natare. 1 do by no means find Fault 
with ſuch figurative and common 
ways of Speaking, in popular and or- 
dinary Diſcourſes, where unaccurate 
Thoughts allow unaccurate ways of 
Speaking ; but I think I = lay, 
That Metaphorical Expreſlions , 
( which ſeldom terminate in preciſe 
Truth) ſhould be as much as poſſible 
avoided, when Men undertake to de- 
liver clear and diſtinct Apprehenſions , 
and exact Notions of Things : Be- 
cauſe, being taken ſtrictly and accord- 
ing to the Letter, (as we find they are 
apt to be) they always puzzle and miſ- 
lead, rather than inlighten and in- 
ſtruct. 

I do not ſay this (continued he)with 
an Intention to accuſe his Lordſhip of 
unaccurate Notions; but yet, I think, his 
ſticking fo cloſe all along to that vulgar 
way of Speaking of the ſame common 
Nature, being i ſeveral Individuals, 
has made him lcſs eaſy to be under- 
ſtood, 
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ſtood. For to ſpeak truly and pre- 
ciſely of this Matter, as 1n reality it 
is, There is no {uch Thing as ope and 
the ſame common Nature in ſeveral In- 
dividuals : For all, that in Truth is in 
them, is particular, and can be nothing 
but particular. But the true mean- 
ing (when 1t has any) of that meta- 
phorical and popular Phraſe, I take to 
be this, and no more, That every par- 
ticular individual Man or Horſe, &c. 
has ſuch a Nature or Conſtitution, as 
agrees and 1s conformable to that Idea, 
which that general Name ſtands 
for. 

His Lordſhips next Words are ; 
And here lies the true Idea of a Perſon, 
which ariſes from that manner of Subſi- 
ſtence which ts tn one Indrviaual, and is 
not communicable to another. "The read- 
ing of theſe Words, faid he, makes 
me wiſh, Thar we had ſome other 
way of communicating our Thoughts, 
than by Words ; tor , no doubt, it 
would have been as much a Pleaſure 
to have ſcen what his Lordſhips 
Thoughts were, when he writ this ; 
as it 15 now an Uneaſineſs to pudder 
in Words and Expreſſions, whoſe 
meaning one does not comprehend. 

But 
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But let us do the beſt we can. And 
here, ſays his Lordſhip, tes the true 
Idea of Perſon. 

Perſon being a Diſ-ſyllable, that in 
it ſelf ſignifies nothing ; what is meant 
by the 7rue Idea of it (it having no 
Idea, one more than another, that be- 
longs to it, but the Idea of the articu- 
late Sound, that thoſe two Syllables 
make in pronouncing) I do not under- 
ſtand. If by true Idea, be meant true 
Signification, then theſe Words will 
run thus, Here les the true Significa« 
tion of the Word Perſon; and then to 
inake it more intelligible, we muſt 
change Here into Hererz, and then the 
whole Comma will ſtand thus; Here- 
in lies the true Signification of the Word 
Perſon ; which reading Hereiz, muſt 
refer to the preceding Words. And 
then the meaning of theſe Words 
will be, The true Signification of 
Perſon lies in this, that ſuppoſing there 
were no other difference iz the ſeveral 
Individuals of the ſame kind, yet there 
is 4 difference between them, as ſeveral 
Individuals in the ſame common Natare, 
Now, if in this /zes the true Signifi- 
cation of the Word Perſon, he _ 
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find it here that can. For if he does 
find it in theſe Words, he muſt find jt 
to be ſuch a Signification, as will make 
the Word Perſon agree as well to 
—_— and Podarews, as to Ale- 
xanaer : For let the difference between 
Bucephalus 4d Podargus , 4s ſeveral 
Individuals in the ſame common Nature, 
be what it will ; *ris certain, *twill al- 
ways be as great, as the difference be- 
tween Alexander and Hetftor, as ſeveral 
Individuals in the ſame common Nature. 
So that, if the true Signification of 
Perſoz lies in that difference, it will be- 
long to Bucephalis and Podargis, as 
well as to Alexander and Hefor. Bur 
let any one reaſon never ſo ſubtilly or 
profoundly abour the true Idea, or 
true Signification of the Term Perſon, 
he will never be able to make me un- 
derſtand, That Bucephalus and Podargu: 
are Perſons, in the true S:gnification of 
the Word Perſon, as commonly uſed in 
the Engliſh Tongue. 

But that which more certainly and 
for ever will hinder me from finding 
the true Signification of Perſon, lyinz 
12 the foregoing Words, is, That they 


require me to do, what I find is im- 
poſſhble 
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poſſible for me to do, 7. e. Find a dif- 
ference between two Individuals, as 
ſeveral Individuals in the ſame common 
Nature, without any other difference. 
For if I never found any other diffe- 
rence, I ſhould never find two Indivi- 
duals. For Firſt, We find ſome dif- 
ference, and by that we find they are 
two or ſeveral Individuals; but in this 
way we are bid to find two Indivi- 
duals, without any difference : But 
that, I find, is too ſubtil and ſublime 
tor my weak Capacity. But when by 
any difference of "Time, or Place, or 
any Thing elſe, I have once found 
them to be two, or ſeveral, I cannot 
for ever after conſider them but as 
ſeveral. They being once, by ſome 
difterence, found to be two, *tis una- 
voidable for me, from thenceforth, to 
conſider them as two. But to find 
ſeverals where I find no difference ; or, 
as his Lordſhip is pleaſed to call it, ex- 
ternal difference at all, is, I confeſs, too 
hard for me. 

This his Lordſhip farther tells us, 
in theſe Words which follow ; M/hich 
ariſes from the manner of Subſiſtence 
which u# in one. Individual, which i not 
(OMe 


- _- 
3 


-—— 
— 000 


E 5 En 


"I I 
——==z = === 


( 153) 

communicable to another : Which is, I 
own, a learned way of Speaking, and 
is ſuppoſed to contain ſome refined 
Philoſophick Notion in it, which to 
me is either wholly incomprehen(ble, 
or elſe may be expreſſed in theſe plain 
and common Words, viz. T hat every 
Thing that exiſts, has, in the Timeor 
Place,or other perceivable differences of 
its Eixſtence, ſomething incommunica- 
bletoall thoſe of its own kind, whereby 
it will eternally be kept ſeveral from all 
the reſt. This, I think, is that which 
the Learned have been pleaſed to term 
a peculiar manner of Subſtſlence ; but it 
this manner of Subſiſtence be any Thing 
elſe, it will need ſome farther Ex- 
plication to make me underitand 
It, 

His Lordſhips next Words which 
follow, I muſt acknowledge are alſo 
wholly incomprehenſible to me : They 
are, Az individual intelligent Subſtance, 
is rather ſuppoſed to the making of a 
Perſon, than the proper Definition of 
i, 

Perſon is a Word; and the Idea 
that Word ftands for, or the proper 


Signification of that Word, is what I 
take 


( 159 ) 


take his Lordſhip is here giving us. 
Now what is meant by ſaying, Az 
individual intelligent Subſtance, is rather 
Juppoſed to the making the Signification 
of the Word Perſon, than the proper 
Definition of it, is beyond my Reach. 
And the Reaſon his Lordſhip adjoins, 
puts it in that, or any other Senſe, 
farther from my Comprehenſion. For 
a Perſon relates to ſomething, which does 
diſtinguiſh it from another intelligent 
Subſtance in the ſame Nature; and there« 
fore the Foundation of it lies in the pecu- 
liar manner of Subſiſtence, mhich agrees to 
one, and none elſe, of the kind ; and 
this is that which is called Perſona- 
lity. 

Theſe Words, if nothing elſe, con- 
vince me, That I am Daves, and not 
Oedipus ; and fo I muſt leave them. 

His Lordſhip, art laſt, gives us what, 
I think, he intends for a Definition of 
Perſon, in theſe Words , 7 herefore a Vindicat, 
Perſon is a compleat intelligent Sub 9: 29%. 
ſtance, with a peculiar manner of Sub- 
ſiſtence. Where I cannot but obſerve, 
That what was, asI think, denied or 
half denied to be the proper Defnition 
of Perſon, in ſaying, It was rather ſup- 
poſed to the making of a Perſon, than the 

proper 


Vindicat. 
P. 216. 
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proper Definition of it, is yet here got 


into his Lordſhips Definition of Per- 
ſon ; which I cannot ſuppoſe, but his 
Lordſhip takes to be a proper Definition. 
There is only one Word changed in 
it ; and inſtead of individual intelligent 
Subſtance , his Lordſhip has put it 
compleat intelligent Subſtance ; which, 
whether it makes his the more proper 
Definition, I leave to others ; ſince pol- 
ſibly ſome will be apt to think, That 
a proper Definition of Perſon cannot be 
well made, without the Term 72a:7w1- 
dual, or an equivalent. But his Lord- 
ſhip has, as appears by the Place, put 
in compleat, to exclude the Soul from be- 
ing a Perſon; which, whether it does 
it or no, to me ſeems doubtful : Be- 
cauſe poſſibly many may think, "That 
the Soul'is a compleat zatellizent Sub- 


ſtance by it ſelf, whether in the Body 


or out of the Body; becauſe every Sub- 
ſtance that has a Being is a compleat Sub- 
ſtance, whether joined or not joined to 
another. And as to the Souls being 
intelligent, no Body, I gueſs, thinks, 
That the Soul is compleated 1n that, 
by its Union with the Body ; for then 
it would follow, That it would not be 
equally intelligent out of the Body ; 
which, 
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which, I think, no Body will 
ſay. 

And thus I have, at your Requeſt, 
gone over all that his Lordſhip has 
aid, to give us Clear and diſtinct Ap- 
prehenſions of Nature and Perſon, which 
are ſo neceflary to the underſtanding 
the Dottrin of the Trinity, and talk- 
ing intelligibly about it. And if I 
ſhould judge of others by my own 
Dulneſs, I ſhould fear that by his 
Lordſhips Diſcourſe, few would be 
helped to think or talk intelligibly 
about it. But T meaſure not others 
by my narrow Capacity : I wiſh 
others may profit by his Lordſhips 
Explication of Nature and Per/oz , 
more than I have done. And fo the 
Converſation ended. 


My Lord, I ſhould not have trou- 
bled your Lordſhip with a Dialogue 
of this kind, had not your Lordſhip 
forced me to it in my own Defence. 


Your Lordſhip, at the end of your viadic. 
above-mentioned Explication of Na- Þ- 254- 


ture, has theſe Words, Let us now ſee 
how far theſe Things can come from our 
Ideas, by Senſation and Refleftion. And 
to the ike purpoſe, in the cloſe of your 

M Expli- 
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Explication of Perſon, your Lordſhip 
ſays, But how do our ſimple Ideas help us 
out in thu Matter? Can we learn from 
them the difference of Notion and Per- 
ſon? Your Lordſhip concludes we can- 
not. But you ſay, What makes a 
Perſon, muit be underſtood ſome other 
way. And hereupon, my Lord, m 
Book is thought worthy by your Lord- 
ſhip, to be brought into the Contro- 
verſie and argued againſt, in your 
Vindication of the Dottrin of the Tri- 
nity ; becauſe, as your Lordſhip- con- 


ceives, Clear and diſtint# Apprebenſions of 


Nature and Perſon, cannot be had from 
it. 

I humbly crave Leave to repreſent 
to your Lordſhip, That it want of 
affording clear and diſtinit Apprebenſi- 
ons concerning Nature and Perſon, make 
any Book Anti-trinitarian, and, as 
{uch, fit to be writ againſt by your 
Lordſhip; your Lordſhip ought, in 
the Opinion of a great many Men, 
in the firſt place, to write againſt your 
own Vindication of the Dottrin of the 
1 rinity ; ſince, among the many I have 
conſulted concerning your Lordſhips 
Notions of Nature and Perſon, IT do 
nor 
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not find any one that underſtands them 
better, or has got from them any c/earer 
or more diſtinct Apprehenſions concerning 
Nature and Perſon , than I my elf ; 
which indeed is none at all. 

The owning of this to your Lord- 
ſhip in my former Letter, I find diſ- 
pleaſed your Lordſhip : -I have there- 
tore here laid before your Lordſhip, 
ſome part of thoſe Difhculties which 
appear to me, and others, in your 
Lordſhips Explication of Nature and 
Perſon, as my Apology for ſaying, 
T had nor learned any Thing by it, 
And to make it evident, That 1t want 
of clear and diſtinct Apprehenſions of Na- 
ture and Perſon, involve any Trea- 
tiſe in the TUnitarian-Controverlie ; 
your Lordſhips, upon that account, is, 
I - pom concelve, as guilty as mine; 
and may be reckon'd one of the firſt 
that ought to be charged with that 
Offence, againſt the Dotrin of the 
Trinity. 

This, my Lord, I cannot help think- 
ing, till I underſtand better. Whe- 
ther the not being able to get Clear and 
aiſtint# Apprehenſions concerning Nas 
ture and Perſon, trom what your Lord- 
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ſhip has ſaid of them, be the want of 
Capacity in my Underſtanding , or 
want of Clearneſs in that which TI 
have endeavoured to underſtand, TI 
ſhall not preſume to ſay ; of that the 
World muſt judge. Tf it be my Dul 
neſs (as I cannot preſume much upon 
my own Quickneſs, having every Day 
Experience how ſhort-fighted I am) 
I have this yet to defend me, from 
any very ſevere Cenſure in the Caſe, 
That I have as much endeavoured to 
underſtand your Lordſhip, as I ever 
did to underſtand any Body. And if 
your Lordſhips Notions, laid down 
about Nature and Perſoa, are plain 
and intelligible, there are a great many 
others, whoſe Parts lie under no Ble- 
miſh in the World, who find them 
neither plain nor intelligible. 

Pardon me therefore, I beſeech you 
my Lord , if I return your Lordſhips 
Queſtion, How do your Lordſhips No- 
tions help 115 Out 1 this Matter ? Can we 
learn from them, clear and diſtinct Appre- 
henſions concerninz Nature and Perſon, 
and the Grounds of Identity and Diſtin- 
dion? To which the Anſwer will 
ſtand, No; till your Lordſhip has ex- 

plained 
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plained your Notions of them a little 
clearer, and ſhewn what ultimately 
they are founded on and made up of, 
if they are not ultimately founded on 
and made up of our ſimple Ideas, re- 
ceived from Senſation and Reflection ; 
which 1s that for which, in this Point, 
you except againlt my Book : And Vindic. 
yet, though your Lordſhip ſets your P-254%* 
ſelf to prove, That they cannot be 
had from our ſimple Ideas by Senſation 
aud Reflection ; though your Lordihip 
lays down ſeveral Heads about them, 
yet you do not, that I ſec, offer any 
Thing to inſtruCt us from what other 
Original they come, or whence they 
are to be had. 

But perhaps this may be my want 
of underſtanding what your Lordſhip 
has ſaid about them: And, poſlibly, 
from the ſame Cauſe it 15, that I do not _ 
ſee how the four Paſſages your Lord- op mop 
ſhip ſubjoins, as out of my Book, p. 255. 
(though there be no ſuch Pallages in F: 255, 
my Book ; as, I think, your Lordſhip ? '* 
acknowledges, ſince your Lordſhip 
anſwers nothing to what I ſaid there- 
upon ;) The two Things your Lord- 
ſhip fays are granted, that tend to the P. 255; 
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clearing this Matter ; And the four In- 
ferences your Lordſhip makes, are all, 
or any of them, applied by your 
Lordſhip, to ſhew, That clear and d- 
ſtint Apprehenſions concerning Nature 
and Periin cannot be had upon my 
Principles ; At leaſt as clear as can be 
had upon your Lordihips, when you 
pleaſe to let us know them. 

Hitherto, my Lord, I have conſfi- 
der'd only what is charged upon my 
Book by your Lordſhip, 1in reference 
to the Unttarian-Controveriie, viz. 
The Manner and Grounds on which 
my Book has been, by your Lordſhip, 
cndeavourcd to be brought into the 
Controverlie concerning, the Trinity, 
with waich it hath nothing to do: 
Nor :.as your Tordſ{hip, as I humbly 
conceive, yet ſhew'd that 1t has. 

There remains to be confidered ſe- 
veral Thinzs, which your Lordſhip 
chinks faulty ia my Book ; which, 
whether they have any Thing to do 
or no with the Do&triz of the Trinity, 
I think my ſe!t obliged tq give your 
Lordſhip Satisfaction in , either by 
acknowicdging my Errors, or giving 
your Lordſhip an account wherein 
your 
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your Lordſhips Diſcourfe comes ſhort 
of convincing me of them. But 
theſe Papers being already grown to a 
Bulk, that exceeds the ordinary ſize 
of a Letter, I ſhall reſpit your Lord- 
ſhips farther Trouble in this Matter 
for the preſent, with this Promile, 
That I ſhall not fail to return my 
Acknowledgments to your Lordihip, 
tor thoſe other parts of the Letter you 
have honoured me with. 


Pefore I conclude, *tis fit, with due 
Acknowledgment, I take notice of 
theſe Words, in the cloſe of your 
Lordſhips Letter. I hope, that in the 
manazing this Debate, I have zot either 
tranſareſſed the Rules of Cruility , or 
miſtaken your Meaning; both which 1 
have endeavoured to avoid, And I re- 
turn you Thanks for the Civilities you 
have expreſſed to me, through your Let- 
ter : And | as aſſure you, 1 hat it is out 
of Ho D:/: eſpect y Or the leait Emil to 
yon, that I have again confraerd this 
Matter, &C. 


Your Lordſhip hopes you have not 
miſtaken my Meanins. And TI, my Lord, 
M 4 hope 
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hope that where you have (as I humbly 
conceive I ſhall make it appear you 
have) miſtaken my Meaning, T may, with 
out Offence, lay it before yourLordſhip. 
And I the more confidently ground 
that Hope upon this Expreſſhion of 
your Lordſhip here, winch I take to 
be intended to that purpoſe; ſince, 
in thoſe {everi Inſtances I gave 1n my 
former Letter, of your Lordſ{hips mi- 
ſftaking not only my Meaning , bur 
the very Words of my Book, which 
you quoted , your Lordſhip has had 
the Goodneſs to bear with me, with- 
out any manner of Reply. 

Your Lordſhip aſſures me, That it 
is out of no Diſreſpect ar the leait Ill-will 
to me, that you have again conſiacr'd this 
Matter, 

My- Lord, My never having, by 
any Act of 1aine, deſerved otherwiſe 
of your Lordſhip, is a ſtrong Reaſon to 
keep me from queſtioning what your 
Lordſhip ;ays. - And, I hope, my part 
in the Controveriic has been ſuch, that 
I may be exculcd from making any 
fuch Proleiion, 1n reference to what 
t write to your Lordſhip, And I 
{hall take care to continue to defend 
| my 
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my ſ{elffo, in this Controverſie, which 
your Lordſhip is pleaſed to have with 
me, that I ſhall not come within the 
need of any Apology , That what I 
ſay, i out of no Diſreſpett or the leait 
Ill-will to your Lordſhip. But this 
muſt not hinder me any where, from 
laying the Argument in its due 
Light, for the Advantage of 
Truth, 


This, my Lord, I ſay, not to your 
Lordſhip, who, propoſing to your 
ſelf, as you fay 1n this very Page, 
nothing but Truth , will nat, I know, 
take it amiſs, That I endeavour to 
make every "Thing as plain and as 
clear as I can: But this I ſay, upon 
occaſion of ſome Exceptions of this 
kind, which I have heard others have 
made , againſt the former Letter I 
did my felt the Honour to write tq 
your Lordſhip, as if I did therein bear 
too hard upon your Lordſhip. Tho” your 
Lordſhip, who knows very well the 
End of Arguing, as well as Rules 
of Civility, finds nothing to blame in 
my way of Writing : And I ſhould 
be very ſorry it ſhould deſerve any 
| other 
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other Charatter, than what your 
Lordſhip has been pleaſed to give it 
in the beginning of your Poſt/cripr. 
It is my Misfortune to have any Con- 
troverſie with your Lordſhip ; but 
ſince the concern of Truth alone en- 
gages me 1n it, as I know your Lord- 

ip will expect that I ſhould omit 
nothing that ſhould make for Truth, 
for that is the End we both profeſs 
toaim at ; {oT ſhall take Care to avoid 
all foreign, paſhonate and unmannerly 
Mixtures, which do no way become a 
Lover of Truth in any Debate, eſpe- 
cially with one of your Lordſhips 
Charatter and Dignity. 

My Lord, The Imputation of a 
Tenaency to Sceptiſm , and to the over- 
throwins any Article of the Chriſtian 
Faith, are no ſmall Charge; and all 
Cenſures of that high Nature, I hum- 
bly conceive, are with the more Cau- 
tion to be paſſed, the greater the Au- 
thority is of the Perſon they come 
from. But whether to pronounce- {0 
hardly of the Book, meerly upon 
Surmiſes, be to be taken tor a Mark 
of Good-will to the Author, I muſt 
teave to your [.o This I am 

ſure, 
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ſure, I find the World thinks me 
obliged to vindicate my ſelf. I have 
taken leave to ſay meerly upon Sur- 
miſes, becauſe I cannot ſee any Ar- 
gm your Lordſhip hasany where 

rought , to ſhew its Tendency to 
Sceptiſm , beyond what your Lord- 
ſhip has in theſe Words in this Page, 
viz. That it is your Lordſhips great 
Prejudice againit it that it leads to Sce 
tiſm; or, That your Lordſhip can find no 
way to attain to Certainty in it, upon my 
Grounds. 

I confeſs, my Lord, I think that 
there is a great part of the viſible, and 
a great deal more of the yet much 
larger intellectual World, wherein 
our poor and weak Underſtandings, in 
this State, are not capable of Know- 
ledge ; and this, I think, a great 
part of Mankind agrees with me in. 
But whether or no my way of Cer- 
taiaty by Iaexs, comes ſhort of what it 
ſhould ; or your Lordſhips way, with 
or without Idcas, will carry us to 
clearer and larger degrees of Certainty, 
we ſhall fee, when your Lordſhip 
plcaſcs to let us know wherein your 
way of Certainty conſiſts. Till then, 
I think, to avoid Sceptiſmn, it is better 

to 
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to have fome way of Certainty (though 
it will not lead us to it in every 
Thing) than no way at all. 

The neceflity your Lordſhip has put 
upon me of vindicating my ſelf, muſt 
be my Apology for giving your Lord- 
fhip this ſecond Trouble ; which, IL 
aſſure my ſelf, you will not take amiſs, 
fince your Lordſhip was ſo much con- 
cerned for my Vindication, as to de- 
clare, You had no reaſon to be ſorry, that 
the Author of Chriſtianity not Myſte- 
rious, had given me occaſion to vindicate 
my ſelf. I return your Lordſhip my 
humble Thanks, for affording me this 
ſecond Opportunity to do it ; and am, 
with the utmoſt Reſpect, 


My LORD, 
Your Loraſhips moit humble 


And mo#t obedient Servant, 


Londen, 
Js 1697; John Locke. 
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Poſtſcript. 


My Lord, 


Hough I have ſo great a Prece- 
dent, as your Lordſhip has 


given me 1n the Letter you have ho- 
noured me with ; yet, I doubt, whe- 
ther even your Lordſhips Example, 
will be enough to juſtifte me to the 
World, if, in a Letter writ to one, I 
ſhould put a Poſtſcript in Anſwer to 
another Man, to whom I do not ſpeak 
in my Letter: I ſhall therefore only 
beg, That your Lordſhip will be 
pleaſed to excuſe it, if you find a 
ſhort Anſwer to the Paper of another 
Man, not big enough to be publiſhed 
by it ſelf, appear under the ſame 
Cover with my Anſwer to your 
Lordſhip. The Paper it ſelf came 
to my Hands, at the fame time that 
your Lordſhips Letter did ; and con- 

taining 
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taining ſome Exceptions to my Eſſay 
concerning Humane Underſtanding, 1s 


not wholly Foreign in the Matter 
of it. 


AN 


ANSWER | 
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Humane Underſtanding, 
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REMARKS 
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Concerning 

Humane Underſtanding,e>c. 

EFORE any Thing came out 

againſt my Eſſay concerning Flu- 
mane Underſtanding the laſt 
Year, I was told, That I muſt pre- 
pare my feIf for a Storm that was 
coming againſt it; it being reſolved 
by ſome Men, That it was neceſſar 


that Book of mine ſhould, as *ris 
N phraſed 
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phraſed, be run down. TI do not ſay, 
That the Author of theſe Remarks 
was one of thoſe Men : ButI premiſe 
this as the Reaſon of the Anſwer I am 
about to give him. And though I 
do not fay he was one of them, yet 
in this, I think, every indifferent 
Reader will agree with me, That 
his Letter does not very well 
{uit with the Charatter he takes upon 
himſelt, 'or the Deſign he pretends in 
writing 1t. 

He pretends, the Buſineſs of his 
Letter 15 zo be izformed : But if that 
were in carneſt ſo, I ſuppoſe he would 
have done two "Things quite other- 


4 wiſe than he has. The Firſt is, That 


he would not have thought it nece{(- 
ſary for his particular Information , 
that his Letter ( that pretends En- 
quiry in the Body of it, though it 
carries Remarks in the Title) ſhould 
lave been publiſhed in Print : Where- 
by I am apt to think, That however 
in it he puts on the Perſon of a 
Learner, yet he would miſs his Aim, 
it he were not taken notice of as a 
Teacher ; and particularly, that his 
Remarks ſhew'd the World great 
Faults in my Book. 

The 
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The other is, That he has not fer 
his Name to his Letter of Enquiries ; 
whereby 1 might, by knowing the 
Perſon that enquires, the better know 
how to ſuit my Anſwer to him. TI 
cannot much blame him in another 
reſpect, for concealing his Name : 
For, I think, any one who appears 
among Chriſtians, may be well aſha- 
med of his Name, when he raiſes 


ſuch a Doubt as this, viz. Whether þ 6.& 3. 


an infinitely powerful and wiſe Being, 
be weracious or no ; unleſs Falſhood 
be in ſuch Reputation with this Gentle- 
man, that he concludes Lying to be 
no Mark of Weakneſs and Folly. Be- 
ſides, this Author might, 1t he had 
pleaſed, have taken notice, That in more 
Places than one, I ſpeak ot the Good- 
eſs of God ; another Evidence, as I 
tal;e it, of his YVeractty. 

He ſeems concerned to know upon 


what Ground I will build the DivineP. 6. 


Law, when I purſue Morality to a De- 
monſtration ? 

It he had not been very much in 
haſte, he would have ſeen, That his 
Queſtions, in that Paragraph, are a 


little roo forward ; unleis he thinks 


it neceſſary I ſhould write, when and 
N 2 upAn 
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upon what he thinks fit, When 1 
know him better, I may perhaps 
think I owe him great Obſervance ; 
but ſo much, as that very few Men 
think due to themſelves. 

I have faid indeed in my Book, That 
I thought Morality capable of De- 
monſtration, as well as Mathematicks : 
But I do not remember where I pro- 
miſed this Gentleman to demonſtrate 
it to him. 

He ſays, If he knew upon what Grounds 
I would build my Demonſtration of Mo- 
rality, he could make a better Judgment 
of it. His Judgment who makes ſuch 
Demands as this, and 1s ſo much in 
haſte to be a Judge, that he cannot ſtay 
ti]] what he has ſuch a Mind ro be fit- 
ting upon, be born, does not ſeem of 
that Conſequence, that any one ſhould 
be in haſte to gratife his Impatience. 

And ſince he thinks the Illiterate part 
of Mankind (which u« the greateit) muit 
Jave a more compenaious way to know their 
Duty , than by long Deduttions. He 
may do well to conſider, whether it 
were for their Sakes he publiſhed this 
Queition, viz. What is the Reaſon ani 
Ground of the Divine Lav ? 


Who- 
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Whoever ſincerely acknowledges 
any Law to be the Law of God; 
cannot fail to acknowledge alſo , 
That it hath all that Reaſon and 
Ground that a juſt and wile Law can 
or ought to have ; and will eafily 
perſuade himſelf to forbear raiſing 
ſuch Queſtions and Scruples about 
It. 

A Man that inſinuates, as he does, Þ. 4. 
as if I held, That the aiftini1on of 
Vertue and Vice, was to be picked up by 
our Eyes, our Ears, or our Noſtrils ; 
ſhews ſo much Ignorance, or ſo much 
Malice, that he deſerves no other An- 
ſwer but Pity. 

' The Immortality of the Soul is another P, s, 
Thing, he ſays, he cannot clear to him- 
ſelf, upon my Principles. It may beſo. 
The Right Reverend the Lord Biſhop 
of Worceſter, in the Letter he has late- 
ly honoured me with in Print, has 
undertaken to prove, upon my Prin- 
ciples, the Souls immateriality ; which 
I ſuppoſe, this Author will not que- 
ſtion to be a Proof of its Immortalzty. 
And to his Lordſhips Letter, I w P. 69. 
him for it. But 1t that will not ſerve 
his turn, I will tell him a Principle of 
mine that will c/ear it to him ; and 
that 


(6) 
that is, The Revelation of Life and 
Immorality by Jeſus Chriſt, through 
the.Goſpel. 

He mentions other Doubts he has, 
unreſolved by my Principles, If my 
Principles do not reach them ,, the 
World I think will, I am ſure I ſhall, 
be obliged to him, to direct me to ſuch 
as will ſupply that Defect in mine. 
For I never had the Vanity to hope 
to out-do all other Men. Nor 
did I propoſe to my felf, in publiſh- 
ing my Eſſay, to be an Anſwerer of 
Queſtions; Or expect that all Doubts 
{ſhould go out of the World, as ſoon 
as my Book came into it. 

The World has now my Book , 
ſuch as itzis: If any one finds, That 
there be many Queſtions that my Pr»- 
tiples will not reſolve, he will do 
the World more Service to lay down 
ſuch Principles as will reſolve them, 
than to quarrel with my Ignorance, 
(which I readily acknowledge) and 
poſſibly for that which cannot be 
done. I ſhall never think the worſe 
of mine, becauſe they will not reſolve 
every ones Doubts , till I {ſee thoſe 
Principles, laid down by any one, that 
will, and then I will quit mine. 


FT) 

If any one findsany Thing in my 
Eſſay to be corrected, he may, when he 
pleaſes, write againſt it; and when I 
think fit, TI will Anſwer him. For I 
do not intend my Time ſhall be waſted 
at the Pleaſure of every One, who 
may havea Mind to pick Holes in my 
Book, and ſhew his Skill in the Art of 
Confutation. 

To conclude, Were there nothing 
elſe in it, I ſhould not think it fit to 
trouble my ſelf about the Queſtions of 
a Man, which he himſelf does not 
think worth the owning. 


— — _—— --  —_ 
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